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I. On 88 PUNISHMENTS. In TR 
the Deſign of Puniſhment in general is placed 
in a new Light. 


II. On Canisrt's in THE Fid-TREE. 


In which this Tranſaction is reconciled with 


his human and divine Nature. 


III. On MisrRANTSLATIONS IN THE New- 
TESTAMENT. Inſtances of which are compre- 
hended under four i important Heads. 


| IV. On Cane? 8 Tzurrariox. In which 
both the Suppoſitions- of Satan s perſonal and 
died Appearanee & keſſlte 
viour's Temptations are How 


in manner ſuch as human nature is liable to o in 


general. 
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{ W Hok vER has conſulted the number- 
leſs comments on the SACRED WRITINGS 
which have lately been hawked about as 
periodically as the country news-papers, if 
he has ſometimes by his examination, eaſed 
doubt and ſatisfied judgment, he muſt 
ſurely much oftener have remained in per- 
plexity, and turned away with diſappoint- 
ment, For, moſt of them, are but conti- 
nued echoes of the ſame ſentiments which 
have been an hundred times repeated, and 
which become fainter at every repetition 2 
And too many, are but the proſtitutions of 
religion to the love of gain, or the ſacrifi- 
ces of reaſon at the ſhrine of fanaticiſm, 
But though juſtice demands this cenſure of 
the greater part of them, candour would 
1 nave 


nn e 


have reaſon to condemn me was I to ex- 
tend this character to all. For ſome of them 


are without doubt the fruits of conſiderable 


abilities, extenſive learning, and much ap- 
plication. Amongſt theſe, Dr. Doppꝰs 
commentary claims a diſtinguiſhed place, as 
the beſt general illuſtration of the Old and 
New Teſtament yet publiſhed. But fo 


difficult is the undertaking of elucidating | 
and interpreting, every part of ſacred writ, 
that with all the advantages which nature, 


art, and the moſt favourable' concurrence of 
circumſtances can beſtow upon one man, 
ſome obſcurities will ſtill remain unnoticed, 
ſome difficulties unexplained, and ſome 


plain paſſages miſinterpreted. 


So various are the talents required, and 
ſo extenſive. the knowledge neceſſary for a 
compleat illuſtration of the ſacred ſcriptures, 
that the only probable method of perfecting 


ſuch a deſign, would be by an aſſociation of 


a number of learned and ingenious perſons, 


= Who ſhould each undertake to explain ſuch 


TOY 


P R E ＋ A MN 
particular parts as are beſt. adapted to their 


cular talents and learning. To the pro- 
motion of ſo laudable an undertaking, the 
general aſſiſtance of the learned and ingeni- 
ous ſhould likewiſe be invited, however 
they may be diſtinguiſhed by different de- 
Nominations, or ſeparated into different com- 
munions. And ſurely if facred ſubjects had as 
much engaged men's attention as ſome 
others of far leſs importance, a ſociety of 
this kind would have been already eſta- 
bliſhed i in an age, which makes its boaſt 
of a variety of aſſociations for the advance- 
ment of the ſciences and the improvement 
of the arts. By means of ſuch an aſſocia- 
tion of men not more diſtinguiſhed by the 
| ſuperiority of their knowledge than the li- 
berality of their ſentiments, poſterity might 
perhaps ſee every miſtranſlation in the ſa- 
cered ſcriptures corrected, every ambiguity 
unravelled, and every difficulty ſolved. Had 
ſuch a ſociety exiſted at preſent, I ſhould 
have been very glad, if I could in the leaſt 
| ave contributed to ſuch an undertaking, 
| by 
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by throwing A few en mites into fogh A we 
ney „ | 

" Prefaces, were undoubtedly intended, to 
give ſome account of the works to which 
they are prefixed, and of the motives which 
occaſioned them. But there i is no ſubject. 
on Which a writer is fo liable to give diſ- 
guſt as in ſpeaking of his own work. -If 
fame be the motive he alledges for his un- 
dertaking, he is condemned for his vanity: 
If a diſintereſted regard for the welfare of 
the public, he is cenſured for his affecta- 
tion, If he attempt to conciliate the fa. 
vour of the modeſt by ſpeaking « of his own. 
powers with diffidence, it is deemed to ariſe 
from a conſciouſneſs of weakneſs : If he. 
endeavour to intimidate the cenſorious by 
ſhowing ſome confidence in his own 
ſtrength, this is branded as the effect of 
. preſumption. The author of the follow- 
ing work hopes however to avoid theſe 
cenſures, as he will make no attempt by 
theſe means to prepoſſeſs its readers in his 


favour I 
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favour. That the PAas$AGEs themſelves. 
attempted to be explained in the following 
ſheets are of great importance, every one 
muſt be ſenſible, as they have perpetually 
given occaſion to the cozjectures of Divine 
and the objections of Infidels. And in reſpect 
to the EXPLANATIONS, thus far the author 
hopes he may be allowed to obſerve, that 
however they may fail of producing con- 
viction by their truth, they at leaſt deſerve 
attention for their aovelty. For ſurely every 
net attempt to remove the ſcruples of chriſ- 

tians and to filence the objections of Infi- 
dels, to add ſtrength to the incitements to. 
virtue, and to give new force to the deter- 
ments from vice, merit a candid hearing 
and a fair trial. He hopes further that he 
may without offence ſurmiſe this general 
caution to his readers; not to form their 
- Judgments from his opinions, but from his 
arguments in defence of thoſe opinions, A 
caution too neceſſary to every ſect and de- 
nomination of chriſtians. For in the 14% 


e 
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age whatever was not ſtrictly . to 

every particular in the articles of the eſta- 

bliſhed church was immediately without 
ſerutiny pronounced to be inconſiſtent with 
reaſon and irreconcileable with religion. In 
tbepreſent, the words OR THoDOXand HE TE- 
RoDox ſeem almoſt entirely to have changed 
ſignifications. And many critics ſeem now 
to ſuppoſe, that whatever doctrine is enti- | 
tled to the former appellation, muſt be 
falſe, however cogent its progs; and that 
whatever claims the no honourable diſtinc- 
tion of the latter, muſt. be true, however 
weak its defence, He who in the laſt age 
did not eſteem the articles of the eftabliſh-. 
ed church as facred as the ſcriptures them- 
ſelves, was eſteemed corrupt in principles 

and practice; and he who does not now. 
treat them with contempt, is himſelf pitied 
for his folly, or deſpiſed for his hypocriſy. 
Surely ſuch extremes are as inconſiſtent 
with the wiſdom of rational beings, as with 
the charity of chriſtians. A free though 
_ candid examination of al! the doctrines of 


chriſ= 
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chriſtianity and of all the opinions of its 
different ſects and perſuaſions, is the beſt 
5 teſtimony a commentator can give of his 
love of truth, and of his deference to the ; 
5 doctrines of revelation. If therefore any 
critics ſhould be pleaſed to ridicule the au- 
thor of the following ſheets for any opinions 
he may have advanced, and brand him 
with (what appears to them) the oppro- 
brious epithet of oRTHODOx, he will 
endure their pleaſantry with patience, or 
ſubmit to their contempt without murmur; 
though he ſhall not deem himſelf confuted, 
till RzAsoN has better informed him, that 
their rejection of his opinions, is a proof of 
the depth of their thought, and their profi- 
ciency in argument. But if on the contra- 
ry, any opinion be refuted with philoſophic 
candour and chriſtian charity, and can be 
ſhown to be really uETERODOX, he will 
receive the confutation with pleaſure, and 
| acknowledge it with gratitude. Should 
e che . of the few following 


alte, 


ts in the New 8 be deemed - 
Juſt, the author hopes that the uſes of them 
5 il not be confined y to thoſe paſſages, 
| but that they will even furniſh the reader 
| with principles which may be of exten/ive 
ſervice in the explanation of Jeveral other 
controverted texts. 


Bur the immediate a off ſome 
Few difficult texts of ſcripture, and the 
more remote illuſtration of many others 
from the ſame principles, were not the only 
objects the author had in view. He had 
another deſign, as important perhaps in its 
uſe as the former, and certainly even much 
more extenſive in its . than _ 
latter, 
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Tux ſentiments of chriſtians ſeem to 
diverge into two oppoſite extremes con- 
cerning the productions of Infidels. Whilſt 

ſome would ſuppreſs all ſuch as peſtilential 
to ſociety, others even invite the publica« 
tion of them as ſalutary to the community. 
If the latter indeed do this merely from the 
> con 
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conſciouſneſs of the truth of chriſtianity, 
and from conviction that it will ſtand the 
teſt of every trial, and its purity become 
more evident; their conduct in the higheſt 
degree merits applauſe, for experience has 
evinced the propriety of it. Since but for 
the objections of Infidels, the evidences of 
chriſtianity had never been ſo clearly ſtated, 
nor ſo fully evinced. But ſome, not con- 
tent with this, ſeck- and invite the objections 
of the enemies of revelation with a romantic 
view of puriſying its doctrines. To this end, 
inſtances might be produced, where they 
have not only treated the opinions of ſome 
of the adverſaries of chriſtianity with much 
more reſpect than thoſe of ſome of their 
fellow. chriſtians, . but even adopted them. 
If the paſſage objected to contain a Doc= 
TRINE, they then employ themſelves in en- 
deavouring to force the words of ſcripture 
to a different meaning. If it contain a fact 
which can not be explained away, they 
then * for ſuccour to imaginativn, and 
| haye 
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have recourſe. to ſome TYPICAL, ALLE 


GORICAL, or VISIONARY ſolution of it. 


One principal deſign of the following Work 


is therefore to induce divines not immediately 
to acquieſce in the objections of Infidels, but 
to imploy in the examination of them a 
more accurate ſcrutiny and longer deduction, 
to ſift them in all poſſible methods, to trace 


them from their immediate to their remote. 


principles, to obſerve nicely every link in 
the chain ill they reach that on which all 


the reſt depend; in ſhort, 70 be ſure, that 


the REASONING is CONCLUSIVE and that- 
the 0BJECTION is JUST: before they pro- 


nounce the FACTS to be eber, 


the DOCTRINE to be falſe. 


Bur if the following little 1 81 ; 


not be found to anſwer any of theſe important 
ends, and the author ſhould be condemned 
at the tribunal of criticiſm ; there is how 
ever another more important tribunal, at_ 


which he hopes to be numbered amongſt 
thoſe 
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thoſe writers who have performed their 
duty in attempting to be ſerviceable to man- 
kind, though he wanted ſkill to execute it. 
Amongſt thoſe who though they may not 
have obtained the loud acclamations of 
fame, are however entitled to the ſecret 
pleaſure of ſelf approbation. And amongſt 
thoſe therefore who though they have en- 
deavoured in a good defign without ſucceſs, 
have not even failed in it without reward. 
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Tux Reader is requeſted in Peg 17, and laſt line, to 
inſert after Annihilation, the Words by Death. In Page 


47, line 9, to read ovdey inſtead of ovpey. In Page 47, 
line 10, for xv &c. to read ov yap ifv. In Page 53, in 
the Note before yap to inſert ov. In Page 83, line 6, for 
Hac, to read Hæc. There are ſome ſew other Errata, both 
in the Engliſh and Greek words, but they are ſo trivial, as 
not to require any particular mention. 5 
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Eternal Puniſhments, ; 


2 todie—to fleep— 
No more; and by a ſleep to ſay we end : 
The heart-ache and the thouſand natural ſhocks 


DEVOUTLY 0 1 tho. To die—to fleep—- 


To ſleep—perchant p dream; ay there s the rub 
For in that ſleep of 


When we have ſhuffled off this mortal coil 


Muſt give us pauſe. There's the refpect 
* makes * of ſo long life. 
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is 2 very 1 truth, tha no Doc= 
Une can be admitted as a part © 45 a ; divine : 
Revelation, which either implies . a contra- 
liction, or is inconſiſtent with any other 
Propoſition known to be true. Any pre- 
a Revelation, therefore, which*mani= 
luch. Doctrines, may fafcly 
be rejected 28 a Imapoſture. And when a 
work bears. evidenrigris-of a divine inſpi- 
tation, but contains words of à doubtful 
Import; it is indiſputably certain, that the 
meaning intended to be conveyed by them, 
da be no other, than what is at leaſt recon- 
eileable with, though not; pethaps, : Qiſcom : 
verable by reaſon. For the author of all 
Vildoin a ee” be the tevealer of Contritk 
nn ewe * DIGITS 


4 
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3 
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e FRN 
dictions, nor the father of all 1 N the 
e of 2 1 
Bur obvious as this concluſion i is, ſach a 
rejection, and ſuch an interpretation, require 
the gdft ſcrupluious examigetidm and the 
moſt enlarged underſtanding. For an 
haſty 1 2 immediately LEP 
| A propoſition to contain! Contradickiofls, 
hen it only aſſerts a truth wich lies b 
"yond tlie reach of the humih underſtand- 
 "ing* and a contracted underſtanding will 
. "Enſure a doctrine as irfeconcileable with. 
"Hiltfiah reaſbn, when it only lies beyond tlie 
bounds of i its own Harrow com prehenfion. 
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x is PE och 3 that many 
daft the interpreters of the ſacred writings 
ſtand much in need of this caution, and 

afford too much reaſon for the obſervation. | 
For many of them ſeeni to ſuppoſe, that 
Revelation has made nothing known to us, 
but what reaſon berſelf was able to diſeo- 
vers adopting perhaps too haſtily che no- 
„ ef Tl certain * that where 5 my- 

„leg 
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ſery bexinc weligion tale b. en alk. 
foeiently juſtifiable, when confined to the 
abſurdities of the Romiſh church, and the 
impoſitions of her prieſts; but which has 
: uo foundation in reaſon; when it is applied 
to the real doctrines of religion. On the 
contrary, it would be much more conſiſtent 
with truth to aſſert; tliat vhere ; religion 
begins, myſtery begins: For though by-the: 
conſideration of every object around us: we 
are almoſt neceſſarily led into the belief of 
dhe exilenco of a God, (the. firſt principle of 
every religion) yet the eternity, the ubiquity," 
and the whole; nanner of his exiſtence, is ac 
mmich'a' 'myſtery.ts us as any fy, which we 
are led to believe on the authority of areves'. 
lation. If therefore; revelation appear to 
declare to us any thing yſteribus, we ought 
ſujely; at leaſt, tobe cautibus how we ſeekk 
for other interpretationhs on that account, 
when ego ſhows us thit it e de b 
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are attended with difficulties, -which: only: 5 
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Bur it ſeems Calbioneblsap; preſei nt; 

1 haſtily to reject as contraditionss | 
ſuch doctrines as are entirely undiſcovera- 
ble by human reaſon, but ſuch likewiſe. 24 


— ſome Gael . "pt n to 
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A eur JoQrive i is never more liable 


to be fo diſcarded by an interpreter, than 
drhen the ſolution of the difficulties at- 


tending it is to be taken from another ſei: 


ence. For in this caſe de generally con- 


tents himſelf with. adopting - the principles, 
delivered by the moſt. eminent writers: 
without, giving himſelf any trouble a6: 
exemne. the principles themſelves; 


therefore upon'a compariſon of: theſe with. 


the doctrine, there is no congruity found, 
r is imme istely 

„tue ſenſs of: 

OE: 3 pon den ts: wards of. the, fas, 
cred writings are twiſted and: diſtorted, | to 


give us a doctrine which will better ef 
* the received da Strange that 


men 


ERNI, PUNISHMENTS. 2 


mes in an affair of ſo much importance, 
will not gonſider they are at leaſt as liable 
to a miſtake in adopting the principles, as 
in embracin g the doctrine; and that they 
ought therefore to inveſtigate the former, 
before they diſcard the latter, But if 1055 
do conſider this, is it not more ſtrange. 

that whilſt they are employed. about the 
22 volumes, IF ſhoyld rs facti= 


the Gatjment of Cicero. enim te- 
meritatę turpius? aut . tam temerari- 
um, tamque indignum Sapientis Gravitate 
atque Conſtantia, quam aut falſum ſentire, 
aut, quod non ſatis explorate percept am fit 


| & e e 125 9 1 Mangas defen- | 
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"© more pin? meh proof of the inge * 
theſe obſervations can not perhaps be giv- 
en, than from ſome writer's interpretati- 
ons of the doctrine of future puniſhments; . 
| UCL TERN Of MDUCHHTY S FO DIDDY 
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I man therefore endeavdur to fhow”'7 
- Aer That the doctrine of eternal] pus | 
W is plainly revealed.” SAGNUXY K al 


sxęonpt v, That when that ein at 
the ſcience of politics, the nature and end 
of - puniſhment is rightly apprehended, . that 
this doctrinę is not only perfectly recon 


eileable with God's 8 ingnite Juſtice, but : 


likewiſe (if any diſtinQtion e can be . 


ted), with his N ra Yang + ene vo⸗ 
Ence. N bl. 177 1 14 44 0 + ts ANG BY | © z | 


- Tas: peda which different writers 
voided: to 2 in the he tated 
eternal puniſhments, ane; t en . n 


* Finer, A total a of the wick 


© 


"See CONDLY. A temporary puniſhmbntit to 


be inflicted after the reſurrection „ Wet i 
to end i in Annihilation. Fe een 2þ , « 


or A Poa Bee 155 
ter, the reſurreRion, which is to be ſuen 
ceeded by a reſtitution to happineſs, 5 88 


Om ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. 9 


Bur can any words be more deſtruc- 
— of all theſe Tuppoſitions, than thoſe 
with which our bleſſed Saviour finiſhes his 
deſcription of the laſt judgement. When 
the righteous and the wicked ſhall be ſe- 
parated from each other, and theſe (ſays 
he) /all go into everlaſting puniſbmient, buf 
the righteous into bfe eternal. Kai areR eu ora 
a euro. big rode uy u 04 os Diao 816 dar 
dern. * For can we ſuppoſe that death 
will be the annihilation of ſoul. and, 
body, when we are here informed, that we 
ſhall riſe again to receive condemnation or 
reward ? Or can we ſuppoſe, that the pu- 
niſhment will end i in the deſtruction of the 

foul, when we are expreſsly told, that not. 

| only . the- inſtrument of puniſhment, but 
that the puniſhment itſelf ſhall be, eter- 
nal Or can we ſuppoſe, that the wicked 
ſhall after a time be reſtored to happineſs, 
when. it is abſolutely declared they ſhall 
| ſuffer, everlaſting, miſery? To reconcile 
therefore any of theſe, hypotheſes with the 
{cripfurs language, ſeems to be an attempt 
5 Matt, xxv. 6 © which 
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e it is impoſſible to accompliſh. Yet 
impoſſible as is the accompliſhment, the 
attempt has frequently been made. For 
what will not writers endeavour? What, 
turns and diſtortions will they not give to 
the plaineſt expreſſions, in en 2 4 
fayourite hypothelis ? ? 


Tubus it has been pretended, EE) the 
word ey, is improperly rendered ever. 
Elling. And to prove this, ſome Foy. 
have been adduced, where it is evident this 
word has been only uſed hyperbolically, be. 
= zee to things of a temporaty dura- 

But does it follow, that becauſe it 
— does not ignify eternal, it never 
does? Or that a word is never to be taken 
in a ſtrict ſenſe, becauſe it is ſometimes 
uſed with more latitude? Might it not 
with equal reaſon be pretended; that whilſt 
I am contending for the doctrine of ever- 
laſting puniſhments, I can not mean pu- 
niſhments ſtrictly without end, becaufe a 
variety of paſſages may be collected Not 
GOO ran? to * that the word 
2 ever 


18 trans oleh to things 
 thele...critics, are, 
hers, but like» 

(which is indeed-no- uncommon caſe) 
they confute themſelves, Fot they admit. 
that the happineſs of the righteous ſhall be 
ſerlety and properly eternal. Though the 
paſſage affords juſt the ſame evidence of 
eternal puniſhment as of eternal happineſs, 

: the ſame word euupioc | being applied to 
life ang to puniſhment. How then can we 
) pofiibly admit the eternity of the c one, and 
reject: that of the other ? If it be faid, that 
the proof of eternal happineſs does not reſt 
ſolely _ this paſſage, but is likewiſe 
=ftabliſhe by others, this evaſion. will a- 
vail. — for the ſame maybe. ſaid of 
eternal puniſhment... . Beſides, if it be cer- 
tain that the happineſs.of the righteous 
will be eternal. and this he expreſied by the 
word auehiey, then it is evident that this 
word has-/ametimes, becguſe it bas in this 
place that fignification. And would any. 
man of common was 2 b an in- 
n e 19 pired 


of -Ginits. duration, 
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ſpiced whiter,” uſe the ſame word in obe 
part of a ſentence, to ſignify” eternal, in | 
another; #eniporal? The docttine there- 
fore of eternal — and W 1 muſt | | 
nd or fall ws, aol etna eee yorr 
© od 161 15098: N 0 TY £ : "13 18111 
8 WauER a paſſage thus char. Und Aga, 
rative, evidently declares. the everlaſting. 
puniſhment of the wicked, this muſt ne- 
ceſſarily determine the ſenſe of the tf. 
plain and | figurative expreſſions. _ For © iT] 
we can denote intellec * object 8 only, $7. 55 
words borrowed from ſenfible ones, fo,c can. 
things eternal be explained to us 2 1 by, 
alluſions to things temporal, ; 


Op this kind are all thoſe 1 — 
ſpeak of the -<vieked Being thrown into 4 | 
Furnace. of fire. caſt into à lake' of; fire" 

uto "everlaſting fre. into bell, where: the 
ee e and ee 1 nat rat 
Fun a 3; ds un £2547 
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Tur ons of "theſe Spa are” 
AA 1 to 5 temporal 2 
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= & 4 


we readily grant, and it is for this very rea- 
-fon, that the real meaning of them muſt 
- be determined by other plain texts, relative 
to the fame ſubjeR,,, Hut gan any thing he 


- : more. contrary. to the common analogy of 


£7.43. 


language, than to ſuppoi „ a8 ſome have 


from theſe ; metaphorical expreffions, that 


N 


dhe puniſhmentlof the wicked will end in 
annikilation, becauſe it is the zature. of 
Fire to.conſume what is thrown into it. Is 
ĩt not as irrational as it would be, to ſup= 
poſe that the mind really Paſſes. From one 
B48 to anotber, when we ſay it is moved, 

or that ĩt runs about, when we ſay it diſ- 
tine becauſe borrowing theſe; terms 
from ſenſible objects, we apply them to 
1 the mind. 194 Fur ther We may aſle 3 theſe 
everlaſting, or the worm never die, if the 


wicked were nat to be tormented (as we 


are told in the Revelat ions they will) day 
and night without ceaſing? Or to what 

Purpoſe would the inſtruments of torture 
de eternal, if likewiſe | the ſubjects of them 
„ not? WHAT 
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: * DISSERTATION 1% 
War has been utged concerning 


rical alluont in general, muſt. cer- 


' tainly be equally applicable to the ſetip- 


ture nene, between eternal punifh- 

death, ' as between them and 
fire. "But if this were nöt che caſe; to 
conelude, that fütute puniſhment Wil 
conmſiſt in Annihilation, from St. Paurs 


expreſſon In his epiſtle to the 'Roinuns, 


chat, the wage in ii dbarb, to BY rar. 


val minded is death, if ye" ſhall Bos uftor 


"the fleſh ye aul die, Sc. ? muſt ſhow an 


*. interpr ster to be very ĩnattentive to or 


very apt 2: of underſtanding, the apoſ- 
tle's fine chain of reaſbning in that epiſtle. 


For it ĩs evident he is not there ſpeaking of 


the confequences of ſin, under the Goſpel 
diſpenſation, but the loſs of eternal life, 
by the tranſgreſſion of Adam, and o- 


— that **. aper r * 


ww, 


2 Romans ri 167 314.4 . u. e 9 
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Ir miſt indeed be confeſſed, that the 
Ae 'of the doctrine of annihilation, 
have not entirely reſted their cauſe upon 
Feurative expreſſions; but have produced 
one paſſage, which they maintain plainly 
denotes the annihilation of the wicked. 
It is taken from the epiſtle to the Theſſa- 
Jonians, where the apoſtle tells them, 
chat when the Lord Jeſus fhall be re- 
& vealed" "from Heaven with bis mighty An- 
. gell in flaming fre, taking vengeance of 
45 ic they that know not 00s; and we = 
A they ga be puniſhed with e = 
de ffruction, from the prgſence of the Lord 
5 and the:glory of hir power. But no- 
_ thing ſurely, except the moſt eager deſire 
to ſupport a beloved hypotheſis, could 
ever have occaſioned an interpreter ſo to 
Warp the ſenſe of theſe words, as to ſup- 
poſe them to denote the annibilation of 
the ſouls of the wicked, when they 0 
| Ipeak of their exclu/ion from that bleſſe 
* Places Where the good call bebeld the 

Preſence 


uf L. 


4 | | & 
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HO TOM of God, and glorify his power. 
If indeed it had been only ſaid that the 
WV icked ſhould. be 


u iſhed with. .everlaſt» 
ing deſtrution, . this paſſage conſidered a- 
lone might ſeem to. countenance the doc- 
trine of annihilation; .; 5 But the apoſtle 
Has guarded it, one would have tho ught, 
from all ſuppoſition of ſuch a doctrine, 
by telling us expreſsly, it is "only. 2 de- 
Aruclian of them that. know not God, from 
che PRESENCE of. the Lord, when, be fhal 
. to be glor ified i in bis Joints, *. WELD >» 


\ Turns is one text of ſcripture; which 


as the common tranſtation, might be 


urged with more plauſibility in defence of 


che doctrine of annihilation, than the pre- 


ceeding. Fear nos them, ſayt our Savi- 
gur, * which: kill the body, but are: not able to 


All the ſaul; but rather fear bim aubitb ir 


The original, however, is ſo far from ſup- 
porting wad it 1 — chat doc. 
n 12 12 10 2 * 9074 
i 40 ** wy 10 + 1 28. EN o "+ 4 

| | trine. 


* » * * * 


on ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. / 17 


Lick, Fer it does not inſtruct us to fear 
him, who is able to A or annibilate both ' 
body and ſoul in Hell (as the Engliſh tranſ- 
lation ſeems to imply) but who is able 
' eroXoa, to ruin it. And can any reaſon 
be aſſigned, why the word eTIRTSLy LL, to 
kill, was not uſed in the latter part of the 
ſentence, as well as the former, but on 
purpoſe to ſecure us from the notion of 
annihilation? And St. Luke, xii, 4. where 
he relates the ſame admonition of our Sa- 
viour, puts it in the following words; 
which are, if poſſible, ſtill more inconſiſt- 
ent with the doctrine of the ſoul's annihi- 
lation. Be not afraid them that bill the | 
body, (erer re 70 ois) and after that 
have no more that they can do. But I will 


_forewarn you whom you ſhall fear : Feas 


Vim, which' after he hath killed, hath power 
to caſt into Hell; yea I ſay unto yeu, fear 


bim. Both theſe paſſages are at leaſt di- 


rectly repugnant to the ſuppoſition of the 
E annihilation. . For upon that hypo- 


1 We 1 _ thelis, 


Lhe : 


18 DISSERTATION: I. 


| theſis, he who killed the 05 would 
e why Ns | 


Havi thus ben, that FR final 

| pu uniſhment threatened to the wicked in 

' the New Teſtament, is not a total de- 

ſtruction, or a temporary puniſhment, but 

an endleſs preſervation in a ſtate of miſery 

and torment,.— ſhall now proceed to 

prove, that this doctrine is not only per- 

fectly reconcileable with reaſon and the 

divine attributes, but that no other pu- 

niſhment propoſed could be fo. Not- 

a withſtanding the too haſty aſſertions of 

ſome, that this doctrine would fix a great- 

er odium upon ch riſtianity, and raiſe a 

_ ſtronger objection to it, than all its adver- 
faries have yet been able to produce. 
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To evince the juſtice or. propriety. of 
any puniſhment in particular, it is neceſ- 
| fary "oy to examine the nature, end, and 


* See Bourn' 8 Letter 6 to Chandler, 
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wiſe to inveſtigate certain principles of 
human nature, from which the neceſ- 


"of ' fity of puniſhment is derived. But to 


+ 


enter into a diſcuſſion of this kind in its 
full extent, would require a volume to be 


appropriated to that particular purpoſe. '_ I 


muſt therefore content myſelf at preſent, 


with delivering only the moſt important 
poſitions relative to eternal puniſhments, 


which may be deduced from ſach an en- 


quiry, and anſwering from thoſe principles | 


the moſt material objections which have 
been made to. that dodrine. 


Gnorius, and other writers on 9 | 
law; have rather enumerated the ends 
which have in fact been aimed at by pu- 
niſhment, than thoſe which in truth and 
2 ought to have been. The ends they 
have mentioned, are, reformation to the 
criminal reparation to the injured—and 
protection to the reſt of mankind. But for a 
clearer view of” this ſubject, let us ſuppoſe, 
"0's one 


20 2 DIS SERTATION A; 


one ag acquainted withi-humih nature 
about to found a new ſtate. Would not 

ſome ſuch reflexions as theſe ny a- 
riſe in his mind: i am 


Sven! 18 "ks 1 1 5 man, chat | 
| though i in the general courſe of human | 
« affairs, to promote the happineſs of 
others, is the beſt means to ſecure our 
| « own; yet ſo fatally are ſome men 
blinded by their paſſions, that they will 
ſeize the poſſeſſions, and delt the 
peace of others, without any regard to 
* Juſtice, or even to their own greateſt 
« happineſs. How then can we prevent 
the ravages and deſtruction. of ſociety, 
„ Which ſuch a conduct will occaſion? 
«© but by promulging, that for every ſuch 
« offence, a puniſhment or a pain ſhall be 
66 inflicted upon the criminal, which will 
, in every caſe, more than caunter-bat- 
\ &« [ance the pleaſures, men will receive 
4 from the gratification of their paſſions. 
( But the mere promulgation of this will 
os « have 
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te haye-no effect, if we do not :likewiſe 
take care, that in caſe of a tranſgreſſion, 
te the offender ſhould: not either have the 
«leaſt probability , of avoiding detection, 
nor of eſcaping 'jth impunity. when, de- 
«6: tected. For the former would, r ender 
the promulgation entirely uſe{;ſs, and the 
6% latter in a great meaſure ſo. It being 
£ the nature of man always to chuſe a 
Ki preſent. pleaſure, though ſqmetimes at- 
a FOORR with a greater pain, if there be 
any projubility 9 auoidng the fut ture 


% , Mt. 8 


From, theſe 1 reflexions then it appears, 
that the writers upon this ſubject ſhould 
have enquired firſt into the EN intended 
by the PROMULGATION of a puniſhment, 
before they examined into that for the 
EXECUTION of it. That the deſign of 
the rox MRR is, fo deter men from eber 
offending, and ſuffering any puniſhment at 
all. And the intent of the LATTER is; 
to ratify, renew, and n the W 
Hon. C 


0 5 Fro 
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en theſe reflexions it likewiſe a ps 
pears, that the GREATNEss of a DETER- 
MENT, depends not only on the 1nTENs1- 
TY. and DURATION of the park threat- 
ened, but likewiſe on the PRoOB ABLLITY 
of its INFLICTION. Where therefore the 
ONE is SMALL, the oTHER muſt be IN 
CREASED. But where the PROBABILITY | 
of the INFLICT1ON of a PUNISHMENT is 
GREAT, a SMALL PAIN Till much” more 
DETER, than a much GREATER PAIN | 
with LESS PROBABILITY | * INFLIC= 
TION. 


Lr us now A this ning © 
eternal puniſhments. 


Tur deſign of che r & | 
future puniſhments is, to deter men from 
committing ſuch actions, as preſent. pu- 
niſhments are not at all, or not alone able 
to prevent. And that the certainty of the 
 Inflittion of them upon all impenitent ns- 
ners, nnn ca to all who : 
believe 
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on ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. 29: 


believe a divine revelation of them, there 
is no doubt: But then, as every offender! 
flatters himſelf with the hope of repent- 
| ance in ſome future part of his life, the 
hope of eſcaping puniſhment is in this 
caſe the greateſt Paſible. For this hope 
always bears proportion to the probability 
of eſcape, and this probability always in- 
creaſes in proportion to the apparent diſ- 
tance of the puniſhment. And as men 
ſeldom attend to the uncertainty of lif e, 
the diflance. of the puniſhment appears 
the greateſt Pelſible, when i it is not to be 
inflicted till after death. As therefore 5 
the probability of the infition of Future F 
puniſhments appear the leaſt poſſible, it ne- : 
ceſſarily follows from the foregoing rea- 
ſoning, that in order to make future pu- 
niſhments deter, the intenſity and duration 
of them ought to be the greateft Valible. 
The eternity then of future puniſhments 1 18 ; 
ſo far from being irreconcileable with 
8 that nothing but the moſt t ſevere of 
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all "ts could in this caſe 0 con- 
ſiſtent with the w1 5DOM of the Legiſlator. | 


1 ſhown that the bromulgatin 
Þ no other future puniſhments, but eter- 
nal ones could be conſiſtent with wiſdom, 
it neceſſarily. follows that the infliction of 
them is e ually reconcileable with reaſon. . 
: For to ſuppoſe that the Deity would pro- 6 
nulge puniſhments, i. E. declare that he 
would inflict puniſhments, which it is not | 
reconcileable with reaſon he ſhould 11 
fie, (thoug h the declaration be confiſtent 
with wiſdom) would be to ſuppoſe theſe 
contradictions to be true. Either that an 
all-goed creator is willing, or that an at 
powerful one is forced to uſe deceit, to 
fulfill wiſe and good purpoſes with his 
creatures. If then it hould be pretended, 
that the end of puniſhment in general, 
could never be anſwered by the een 
of puniſhmefts hereafter, upon "thoſe 
whom the promulgation has not deterred 
| here, — all reiteration 'of the pro- 
A 1 mulgation 


* 


w 
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'mulgation. will then be uſeleſs, as the 
ſtate of. probation. will be paſt). this ob- 
jection would be of no force.” For it has 
been ſhewn, that the promulgation anſwers. 
A wiſe, end, and conſequently the aſlie. 
tion likewiſe, as from the attributes of 
the. Deity I hes is a e open 


ed „Gfitibg al Bic ce 0 
the foregoing g objection, which the advan- 
cers would with,” it would have equal 
force againſt all future puniſhments” in 
general; and therefore could never with 
Propriety, be urged to deſtroy the doc- 
trine of eternal puniſhmehts 3 in articular. 


* 4 
+> Vid 44.5 * *. = 1 4 


* 


TMD. | Admitting, that for the 
reaſons alledged i in the foregoing: objection, . 
future puniſhments, whether eternal or 
temporary, could never anſwer to! man, 
what I have laid down as the end of pu- 

niſhment in general. Does it follow that 
e eee it a * ſhall we: 
"SIN... deem 
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deem God che lord alone of man, n 

(as the poet ſays) ( thouſand worlds are 

round? Does not the puniſhment of the 

fallen angels ſtand forth as an uſeful leſſon 
to us? Is it not almoſt certain, that the 

- ſame benefits may accrue to other beings. 

from the puniſhment of human offenders? 

And is it not quite certain, that to let one 

ſpecies of beings eſcape with Wenne, 

| would be to encourage vice in others? 

+ Would . it not therefore be blaſphemous 
| to attribute ſuch a conduct to h 

wiſdom and benevolence ? |, |. 


Bur Fourthly. The infliction N fu 6 
ture puniſhment does anſwer even to nan, 
Wat the end aimed at by puniſhment in gene- . 
_ ral. For as in the preſent life, the pro- 
| [8 mulgation of puniſhment would have no 
effect to deter, without an aſſurance. of 
the infliction of the puniſhment, / and it 
is for this reaſon the puniſhment is in- 
Oo en the law is e frangredled ; ſo 
W 
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keis che fame reaſon holds in reſpect 
to the infliction of puniſhment in à future 
life. For the #nowledge that the pu- 
ee will oy IEA ſerves a 2 


_ certainty” of Ws =o Printer 
CON void.” Ls 
AE aa, 

: Tun end and Mien - uber 
general, having been miſunderſtood, it is 
not to be wondered, if this have occa- 
fioned miſapprehenſions of the uſe of 
eternal ones. For falſe reaſoning on the 
error concerning the latter, - Thus, ſome 
thinking that the end of puniſhment was 
either to make reparation to the injured, 
or to afford protection to the reſt of-many 
kind, could never reconcile either of theſe 
ends with the doctrine of eternal tor 
ments. Others, ſuppoſing that it was 
the deſign of the infliction only, eh” 


28 DISSERTATION: 11 00 


me promulgation of the puniſhment- to 
deter men from offending, as eternal pu- 
niſhments could not directly anſwer this 
end, they concluded that they could not 
be conſiſtent with che wiſdom or goodneſs 
of the divine legiſlator. Others, thinking, 
that the intent of it was 70 r the gri- 
minal ; as it was evident eternal puniſh+ 
ments were inconſiſtent with this end, 
they would have ſubſtituted in their place, 
a kind of popiſh purgatory, Where the 
. wicked might be ſuppoſed to be puriſed 

puniſhment, before they ſhould be ad- 
mitted into the ſociety of the bleſſed. A 
doctrine for which there is not the leaſt 
foundation in ſcripture. But it is aſto- 
niſhing, that amidſt all the numerous 
advocates for eternal puniſhments, none 
of them ſhould have taken notice, that 
the objections upon any of theſe ſuppo- 
fitions of the end of puniſhment, are as 
ſtrong againſt any future torments as eter- 
1 ones. F or Oe fer of. them depend 


. 2 upon 


* FR. 
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upon the futurity of the puniſhments to 
this ſtate of u not 5 9 * 
h efernity. FT 


One * . the, na 
: of reconciling the doctrine. of eternal or 
indeed any future puniſhments, with the 
divine attributes upon the general received 
principles of the deſign of puniſhment, 
has ſuppoſed that the miſery of the wick- 
ed in another life, is not to be conſidered 
as ariſing from puniſhments,, or poſitive 
pains inflifted by the Deity, but only as 
ariſing from the natural and unavoidable 
conſequences. of fin. And therefore he 
thinks, to object to the Deity for permit- 
ting the wicked to ſuffer eternal miſery, 
is only to object to his making creatures 
capable of virtue and vice. | 


Bor it is evident, che to ads this 
notion reconcileable with the attributes of 
Sethe | God, 
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DISSERTATION: I; 


5 another ſuppoſition would be neceſ- 
fary, which is totally irreconcileable with 
reaſon and revelation ; viz. that ſouls are 

fo abſolutely i in their own natures immor- + 
tal, that God himſelf can not annihilate 


them. For if he can, and there is the 
ſtrongeſt reaſon to believe he can, and 
not the leaſt ſhadow of an argument. to 


prove he cannot, then, though the na- 


ture of fin is ſuch that it muſt for ever E 
Tender an immortal being miſerable ; yet 


objectors will aſk, would it not be more 


conſiſtent with the divine benevolence to 


annihilate the wicked, than to let them 


- exiſt eternally, though to the good he 


vouchſafes an eternal exiſtence ? And 


this hypotheſis ſupplies us with no argu- 


ment to anſwer this objection, becauſe it 
does not at all comprehend the end and 


intention of inflicting puniſnments. This 
notion therefore is liable to all the ob- 


jections which have been made to future 


| * upon the received princi- 


1 ples. | 


. 


— 


On ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. 3 


ples. For indeed it is an hypotheſis which 
only aims at accounting for the immediate 
cauſe of future puniſhments,. not. their 
conſequence, the cternity of them. | 


Bur though 1 have proved eternal pu- 
niſhments to be agreeable to the Im of 
the Deity, yet ſome will urge they are 
irreconcileable with his juſtice. Alledg- 
ing, that they do not admit of that pro- 
_ Portion between crimes and puniſhments, - 
which ought always to be obſerved by a 

_ juſt legiſlator. But ſurely nothing is more 
evident, than that this proportion may be 
preſerved, though the puniſhments be 
eternal. For —_ not the quantum of a 
puniſhment depend - not only on the du- 
ration, but likewiſe on the intenſity of 
the pain? And may not #400 pains of 
equal duration have very different degrees 
of intenſity? Do not therefore eternal 
puniſhments admit of various degrees, 
which may be proportioned to various 
- crimes? Still however it will be main= 


» 5 — 
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tuined, that there never can be any: pro- 
ö portion between a temporary crime, and 
any the fmalle ft | puniſhment” which is 
eternal in its duration. To this objec- 
tion ſome have replied; that a crime may 
in its conſequences , become. eternal, and 
therefore be de eſerving, of an eternal pu- 
_niſhment. But this is rather an evaſion 
of, than an anſwer, to the objection. 
And the truth is, that neither ſuch. ob- 
jectors, nor their antagoniſts have under- * 
Nood, in what the proportions _ 
crimes and their puniſhments conſiſt. 
For it does not conſiſt as they imagine 
in a kind of retaliation, and in mfacting 
upon the offender guſt ſo much pain as he 
inflicled upon tbe. perſon injured, (upon 
which miſtaken. principle they have ob- 
; jected | to ſome human laws)—but, it con- 
fiſts in proportioning the pains promulged 
tothe flrength of the inducements, or the 
pleaſures. expected from the commiſſion of 
_ crimes. For as the deſign of promulga- 
ting a puniſhment | is to deter men from 


ever 


On ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. 13 
ever offending, if the ſmalleft crime had 
the. ſtrongeſt inducementt, it would not 
only be con/tent with Jv $TICE to pro- 
mulgate againſt it the: greateſt puniſb- 
ment, but it would be inconſiſtent with 
WISDOM. not to do it. And the reaſon 
why the greateſt puniſhment is in gene- 
ral promulged againſt the greateſt crime, 
is only becauſe the greateſt pleaſure is in 
general expected from it.“ As there- 
fore it has been ſhewn, that eternal pu- 
niſhments are neceſſary to deter men 
from vice, there is all that proportion 
between crimes and their puniſhments, 
wands is. conſiſtent with infinite 3 


As from the ſeverity of eternal pus. 
niſhments it has been objected, that this 


takes away all proporacn. betefeen them 


he whole of what is heck ſuggeſted concerning the 

| Jer of puniſhment in general, and of the proportion be- 
tween crimes and puniſhments in 8 articular, will probablx 

be further explained in a future Treatiſe, and the Maes | 

quis Beccaria's much A ih * on « Jo 

ms conſidered. 
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401 crimes, why thetefbre — they 
are the gteateſt determents, it is unju 
to inflict them; ſo likewiſe it has been 
urged, that it is inconſiſtent with infi- 


mite wiſdom to promulge "them, bees 


their ſeverity ' Inſtead of "inducing men 
to become virtübus, only makes them 
deſperately vicious. But this objection 
is entirely founded on the arnexing con- 
faſed idee to the word deſpair.” For he 
only can properly be ſaid to deſpair, who 
thinks his cfimes ſo flagitious that God 
will not pardoh him even upon repent- - 


ance. Prepoſſeſſed therefore with this 


fatal error, thinking that no addition to 


the number of his ſins can make any ad- 
dition to his puniſhment, he will become 
deſperately | wicked, and add crime to 


 Trime, till the hand of juſtice arreſts him 


in his career. But ſuch an unfortunate 
opinion and flagitious conduct, are evi- 
dently no objection to the eternity of 
Future — 1 they do not ariſe 


from 


from the duration of the puniſhment, 
but from a miſtake as to the means of 
avoiding it. In a leſs ſtrict ſenſe a man 
may indeed be ſaid to deſpair of his future 
condition, who uneaſy from a conſciouſ- 
neſs of his crimes, knows that without 
| repentance, | he muſt be eternally miſerable, 
and yet feels a teluctance to amend. But 
upon this ſenſe of the word de eſpair, the 
objection i is (if poſſible)” ſtill more abſurd 
than upon the other; for would theſe 
adverſaties to eternal puniſhments, have 
the wicked reflect upon their condition 
with tranquility and ſatisfaction? If they 
would not, the reaſon muſt be, becauſe 
the uneafineſs ariſing. from ſuch a retro- 
ſpection is neceſſary to their amendment. 
Will a ſinner then think his amendment 
the leſs neceſſary, the greater his unea- 
ſineſs is; or the more deſpera te he thinks 
his condition if he continues in vice, will 
ne have the leſs inducement to follow 
w_ D Nothing can be more  ovidens 
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than that on the contrary the greater his 
danger from fin appears, the greater muſt 


be his intereſt to avoid it, and the tha 
Tt be his deſire to become virtuous. Err 


II then i it Has been proved, that eter- 


"nal puniſhments are plainly revealed in 
ſeripture, if it has been proved, that the 
infiction of them is not only reconcileable 
With the 07 Mom. but likewiſe. with the 


juſtice of the Deity ; ; what the leaſt ſha- 


5 of an ate ection can remain to their 


an ra 


22 * 


8 will however east be 3 not. 


| withſtanding all Which has been faid (for 


what futile objeCtions are there, which 
prejudice and prepoſſeſſion will not urge) 
that to puniſh a creature eternally, is in- 
content with the mercy and beneuolence 
of our creator. But is then one attribute 
of the Deity inconſiſtent with another? 
Can God be Juſt a and not merciful Can 

he 


oy * id > Bate. B, 


he be wiſe 5 not n Or does | 
it ſhow 7 . want of benevolence in a le- | 

giſlator, to afford the higheſt incitements_ 
to virtue, and the greateſt deter ments 
from vice? Or would theſe objectors. 
think it more conſiſtent with mercy, by. 
leſſening the determents to make ſin 
abound more, and to increaſe the num- 
ber of the puniſhed? What would theſe 
arraigners of the ways of God propoſe in, 
lieu of eternal miſery, which would exalt 
_ their wiſdom; juſtice, and benevolence» 
above that of the Deity ? Mere annibi- 
lation, or annib ilation preceded by bu- 
niſhment | If either, what will become 
of the degrees of puniſhment, of the e 
and many Rrripes foretold in the goſpel, 
which they vainly pretended to be i incon- 
ſiſtent with the doctrine of eternal pu- 
niſhment ? Are there degrees of annihi- 
lation or non-exiſtence ? Can there be 
degrees both in the duration and intenſity 
of puniſhments, which are to conſume 


] l 
> Join 


2 ä criminals 2 
$1421 Ki 


i 
, 
* 
' 
* 
1 
ia 
| 0 1 
6 41 
980 
un | 
W, 
1710 
WM i 
i i 
4 ' 6 
1 
4 
q I 
1 | 
TNA Th 
i t 
( 
LL | 
* 
Mi | 
7040 
k n 1 
i I N 
why 
17 144 
! l 
1 [ 
Mg. 
i i 4.Mf 
i k if (] 
\ I 
Mn, 
i I) 
64% 
87 
} 
WK i 
Y Own | 
1 M811'9 
01 
} 
i ' «#14 
1 
i 1 
#4 i 
7 þ 
WILL ON 
_" Ei 
" 44 8h 
1 
* NI 
& 
1 0 li 
+ Hh 
11 a (I) 
ny 
; 1 
11 [1 
if 
ll 
1 [ot 0 
' 1 
0 uit! 
iT 
10 6A 
en 
$148 
„ off 
we 
TT (1 
41? 14 
111 10 
* 1606 bn 
j fl 114 
WING [tt 
"408 
1 ein 
gt 013 
q 1 
y | Vs 
\ If [51 
Ig, 
ad il 
a i} 
I 
_ I 
v0.8 
160 
1 14 
* 1 il! 
. in 
1 nf 
LET! 
? | 11 
i i 
| 8 
_ 
I 
Tl 
9 1h 
as If 
4 is 
d 116 
Mok 166 
9410088 
in 
i 1 18 
Wh: 5 
* [ [| 
. 
' . U 
ö I 
i | 
your WW 
I |: 
54 7 
bo 4 
un 
Jae 
16 "WA 
J. 
1 q 
l {tk 
45 Wh: 
0 1114 
' 
ee 
40 
" 
U 
[| 4 
iT * 
| MM 
«| " 
115 V8 
ie 
i bi 


— — —— ——ͤ —— — · — — Þ a a 
+ — by - 9 — a — 5 
+» > +4 


| exiſtence, be in reality any ' puniſhment, 
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38 DISSERTATION I. 
criminals ? Mult not for this purpoſe” one 


of theſe increaſe in exact Proportion as 
the other decreaſes ? But mere annihila- 
tion is not only thus inconfiſtent with" 
degrees of puniſhment; but how can 
this which is idly called an eternal pu- 
niſhment, becauſe it puts a period to our 
at all ? Win they pretend it is 4 pain, 
becauſe it is an excluſion from pleaſure? 15 


But does it not for that very reaſon that 
it excludes us from pleaſure, protect us 
Likewiſe from pain? To die, to | fleep—and 


by a eep to ſay. we end the. heart-ach, a 
and all the thouſand ills to which mortality i- 


heir, is, as an incomparable judge of na- 
ture has obſerved, a conſummation de- 


woutly to be wiſhed. The deprivation of 
pleaſure undoubtedly afflicts us with a 
mental pain equal to any corporeal « one. 
But whence does this ariſe but from re- 
flection? The deprivation of pleaſure 


* 


7 


be conſiſtent with infinite benevolence to 
let miſery ſtalk at large through the 
world, by propoſing no determents from 
vice? Or do they think men will fear, 
when they have nothing to deter them ; 


or that they will moſt fly from vice, when 
they have the leaſt inducements to follow 


virtue ? 


Ir theſe abſurdities can not be proved 
to be indiſputable truths, then the pro- 
mulgation of any other than ETERNAL pu- 
 NISHMENTS, would be inconſiſtent not only 
with the wis po and JUSTICE, but like- 


wiſe with the MERCY and BENEVOLENCE 
or Gop. 


0 


D 4 DISSERs 


on ETERNAL PUNISHMENTS. 39 5 
loſs is no pain. Do they think it would | 
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Diſſertation II. 
ON 
Chriſt's curſing the Fig-Tree. 
| Opinionum Commenta delet | Dies, Naturz Judicia 8 | 
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CHRIST" are the bis re. 


: L T is a hull; a a common obſer- 
vation, that the ſacred ſcripture has un- 
dergone as many miſrepreſentations, thro” 
the miſtaken zeal of its friends, in their 
attempts to interpret it, as through the 
malicious animoſity” of its enemies in 
their deſigns to expoſe it. Some inter- 
preters, having but little ſkill in anſwer- 
ing objections, and little ſagacity in diſ- 
covering the meaning of an author where 
reaſoning is concerned, whenever they 
meet with any difficulty, immediately fly 
for refuge to verbal conjectures, and /it- 
teral — And one may venture 
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to affirm, that was there an edition of 
the New Teſtament publiſhed from the 
conjectural readings of ſuch deſpotic com- 


mentators, there would be fcarce a ſen- 


tence remain as it was originally written: 


But the unerring dictates of the Holy 


Ghoſt would be eraſed, to give place to 


the abſurd dogmata of conceited critics. 
Some other interpreters likewiſe, though D 
labouring under the ſame defect in rea- 
ſoning, differ from the former in the 


means they uſe, for evading difficulties, 


they are unable to ſolve. And as thoſe. 
have recourſe to their learning to diſcover 
z different reading, theſe give. a looſe to 
their imaginations, in fanciful ſuggeſtions 
of TYPEs and EMBLEMS ; and therefore 
they frequently imagine. reſemblances be- 
tween events which have no ſimilitude, | 
and ſuppoſe actions to be typical which 
have no meaning. As theſe different 
ſpecies of interpretation have been fruit- 
ful ſources of many errors, it is neceſſary 

f to 


On CHRIST” s curſing the Fig-Tree. 4 5 


to aſſign rules by which we may know 
| when they may be admitted with ſafety, 
and when they may be rejected . 
danger. Ar. W g 


Ix reſpect to i Gia wk ai in- 
terpretation, we. may „ 1 think, 75 the 
following rules. 


"THAT ns PRIOR ana of the 
Wy is to be admitted, which is unſupport- 
ed by the authority of any manuſcript, ex- 
cept hen there it ſome manifeſt contra- 
diction in the common reading. And that 
in no orber caſe is the ' authority M a. fin- 
'gle manuſcript to be admitted, unleſs it be 

a very antient one, and the common. reading 
may be eafily. accounted for as as 4 n Tos of 
be rranſeriber. 3 


In reſpect to the latter: mt in- 
| terprettion it may be. affirmed, that no 
event is to be confidered as the type or em- 
blem EY another A whatever . there 


may 
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. bissERTATTON I 
may Js wee them J unde eſs the firſt Luer | 


Was before, the happening- of the other, 
predictive and declaratory of it to thoſe per- 
ſons for whoſe mnfruction. fuch a e or 
neee £0307. $0457 101 


IF by an attention to theſe rules, Alter. 


preters will but ſuffer the ſcriptures td 
| remain ur 
tures and fanciful ſuggeſtions; and the 


adulterated, by critical conjec- 


facts and doctrines recorded by the evan 


geliſts and apoſtles, to be examined by the 


eye of cool unbyaſſed reaſon ; chriſtianity 
may bid defiance to all the attacks of In- 


dels, and, (if I may be allowed che ex- 
| e co all the Powers of Hell. 


Tubuen Fac. truch „ theſe Ae 


4 tions might be evinced by many- ' paſſages 
both in the Old and New Teſtament, I 
mall content myſelf at preſent with ſe- 


lecting only one from the latter ſor that 


purpoſe. And this is. the account Which 
St. Mark gives of our Saviour's curſing the 


hg- 


„ * 


on a CHRIST curſing the riss. 4 = = 


fig tiee. Which paſſage being, attended 

with ſeveral difficulties, has given birth 

to many conjectural | interpretations. But rn 
which ſeeming difficulties may all be rea 
moved, by a cloſe attention to the e | 

text of the AR 


* . «OT 
TY — 


Mark xi, 13. 
Ka. i 'Suxity Act epob ev txovoay as wow T 
ap $VpNots Tip ccrn Kt tabiy e abr, ovged | 

$059 $4/p40/QUXA® abb Vp apes cu Which 
is thus rendered by our tranſlators. « And 

Seeing. a fig-tree afar. off, having leaves, 

he came i haply be (might find any thing 

thereon ; and when he came to it, be found 

nn + but 0 Fd 7 time wy Jigs Was 

not Jet... Worth | 


Tus difficulties which an og 1 
ene of this occurrence, _ be- com- 
prehended under three Renee 236 oi” 


F rf Conſidering our Saviour only as 
man, it appears very extraordinary, that 
5 . he 


. 4 


15 
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he ſhould expect to nd b. when the 
ſeaſon of figs * Was not get. F 


- Secondly. It appears to be bann tent with 
our Saviour's character, to eurſe the fig- 
tree at all for not bearing figs; more / 
pecially, as it is laid, the Sorts 7 Fas Was 
r9t 25 


* 
P. * a 
* 


that our Saviour did not łnou that the 
tree had no figs upon it till he came up 
to it; which is thought to be contradic- 
tory to other actions recorded of __ 
viour, by which it Fs 94 Tn he was 
omn ee 13 WIS : ; 


"I 5 9 1 fic e ; Hen 
fivs conjectures that the adverb o has 
been miſtaken by all the tranſcribers for 
the negative particle ou, and that in con- 
ſequence of : this miſtake, another Hag 
been committed in the pointing, and that 
the be; poet of the foregoing | text ought | 


* 


e | | to 


# 


on CHRIST n curling the Fig Ttee. 4g 


to be written thus, e Vp 1s ape c bur, 
M ek be wass was the, ſeaſon 2 Ab. o* 


"Box? this conjectute can Rot b be we 4 N 


N * 
Ber for Ryeral reits 1 


"Finds: Itis lee! 6 fo be deſe@tive.idn 
grammatical, . conftruQion,, or angther a 
appears to be eee to omnes 
ſenſe. Noche att: 1. Ts. os 


247 i 11 


zg, 00 80 1 0 20 E 4 ce 16a 
Ton n for. rejecting te Iles, that i it BY 


1 & $4 


1 5 A conjecture, and has not the Leah 


Malo, e of * authority to \ ſupport i a g's 


aeg If-it could plead the autho- 
rity: of ofome' few manuſctipts, there is 
no reaſon for admitting it, as I-ſhallſhow 
it is not \ncuetiary for the I 
the palliges- . 428515 W 20h 202-46: 01603- 


3 * I £0147 204 * 


8 Fourtbly. So far is it from be the 


Yale v 


_ difficulty, that it renders the t 
more ;upintelligible. | 


a e 
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> DISSERTATION, 


he hit place we muſt. aſk what 
is to. be underſtood by the expreſſion, 
"8 where he was, was the ſeaſon of figs 
7s" it to be oh of the e e 
Judea in general ? In this ſenſe. furely 
this" is a ſtrange” unnatural expr 
and ſuch an one as we may venture to 
affirm has nothing ſimilar er analogous 
to it e the whole New. Teſ- 
tament. Are we then to ſuppoſe, that 
theſe. words only... mean chat Particula 
Joy from whence our. Sayiour faw the 
$-tree afar off? But can we. ſuppoſe 
that that particular plat of ground bore 
ſigs at a different time from! the adjacent 
ones? And if this were the caſe, was it 
not as inconſiſtent in our Saviour to ex- 
ꝓpect ſigs upon a tree far f. and to 
curſe it for not —_— figs, as to curſe it 
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1 not et. For certaiply if it was 
J the ſeaſon” of figs only in that particular 
pat where he Was, it could not be the 
aoT ... 0 ſeaſon 


z eurſing che: Fig-Tree. 5 


Sof 6 er, af; But pegdve, it 

is evident, that the words which in ou 
tranſlation are, | rendered; for ibe time of 
figs was nat yet, contain the reaſon why 
our Saviout found no fruit, only leave 
upon the tree, and certainly it is a very 
good reaſon. If therefore we ſubſtitute 
for them this expreſſion, for where he 
Was, was the ſeaſon for figs, the reaſon 
alſigned why our Saviour found 10 figg 
upon the tree, is the very reaſon why he 
ſhould have found /ome, becauſe . where 
he was, was the ſeaſon of figs” If there 
fore, the meaning of theſe words is to 
be confined to the particular ſpot of ground 
where our Saviour was, when he ſew the 
tree afar off, then the very inconſiſtency 
temain, which this alteration was deſign- 


them is to be extended to the whole 
country of Judea, then the reaſon aſſigned 
why our Saviour found 10 figs, is the 
very reaſon why he ought to have found 
2 E 2 Jome 
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Ber This !Gnjettire' En; bet ;, 
from theſe” diffieultics, * but by ſuppo- 
ng,” that there is not ohly à miſpoint- 
ing, but Hkewiſe a' falſe poſition of the 
ſentence, and that the words — 4 
he was, was the ſeaſon of ſigs, do not 
contain the reaſon why our Saviour found 
no ſigs upon the tree, but why he went 
to look for ſome. But if ſuch a latitude 
be allowed to conjecture as this, I will 
undertake to prove, that the mai immo 
ral  defiriges are en the ſacred 

Oe. "ev 30 ebe oth inw nyvu 1 


3 F . * * 
C1 % 3" wy 1 BE & ö 3 "4 & 


OY 


Dr. 2 Bans; 905 en inter- 
preters, chink chat by the words (“ the 
ſeaſon of figs was not yet”) may be meant 
they likewiſe conjecture, that theſe words 
are to be referred to. the former part of 
the verſe, and that contrary to the plain 
and literal conſtruction, they contain 
fon reaſon for One. S$anIdur's going to ſee 


"= e for 


% 8285 


*. 
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on CHRI 
for figs, not tlie reafon for his finding 


22 8 icur ſing the Fig Tree. 52 


none. This interpretation therefore 3s; 
liable to one of the fame ohjections with 
the foregoing. And further it may be 
objected, that it is as extraordinary that 


Gur Saviour ſhould go to gather figs, when 


it was not the /eaſon for gathering them, 


as that he ſhould expect to find them. 


when it was not the N N 
them. 


Ornexs conjecture, that the nin | 
fon ſhould have had a mark of interro- 
ation after it, inſtead of a period, and 
that it ſhould be tranſlated thus, for 
was it not the ſeaſon of ſigs ? But this 
interpretation is liable to one of the ſame 
objections with bath the others, and 
contains a more forced and e 
e ee, een 7 45. 


ar 4 £ * 8 
2 


0 — ? 


*. DISSERTATION - U. A0 


_ +: OTHERS: imagine, that by this ex- 
preflion is meant, that it was not a good; 


ſeaſon for ſigs, i. e. that it was not a 
good fig-year. This interpretation, could 
it be admitted, would (it muſt be con-, 
tefled) ſolve the firſt difficulty. But it 


can not be admitted, becauſe no in- 


ſtance can be produced of the words 
eatbos cui, or, nage ue bearing .this 


ſenſe. » TELE? ors 


1 OR ad. 3 


ar that though there were: two ſeas. 


tons of figs, yet the lattet was called only 


the ſeaſon or time of figs, it being much 


more plentiful than the former, and there» 
fore that our Saviour is very properly re- 


we 


preſented as going in the time of early 


ngs to ſee for figs, ae if haply, or by:chonce 
he might. find any thing thereon, for the 
ſeaſon of figs was not yet. This inter- 
re tation however, not only labours un- 
der the ſame objection with three of the 


former, but "likewiſe" we" "ſeems a very 


mo ca. * 


— 


3 8 | 


when there — "ut in 3 
two ſeaſons; of fg, i they. ſhould uſe, a 
NO Ons implied 


Tak e ae con jecture ad- 
vanced Gd interpreters, 4 little dif- 
ferent 25 the lat but which is preg- 
nant with as great inconfiſtencies as that, 
or any other T have before exploded. They 
fu ppoſe, « that the Tree here mentioned, 
« was that kind of tree which bear figs 
* twice in a year, and it being now the 
= latter” end Us che ſcaſdn, Jefus' might 
« reaſonably expect to find ſome of the 
. early figs remaining upon the tree, 
« but it being fituated by the \way-fide, 
« and 3" 20 .to FREY _ N 9 901 


w 


» > See The Apache of Fe 7: * See 17 Dr. Pearce, 
the preſent” learned Byhop of Rocheſter which 
work does him as much honour as 3 divine, as bis acher 
8 r n eee 2 


«Fs K 0 "af 6 + A "Is. 4 J * | N N Tg . F * : 1 
K 4 cc every 
: — 1 : 'r 
by : : fe * 


S ENTATION n- 


3ger, it baulkec bis expec- 
5 „Aon ; and the time of latter figs was 
4 not Jer comer But cheſe interpreters, 
mftead of ſhowing how it was reconcile- 
able with the wiſdom of our Saviour to 
expect to find fan, when the Jeaſon 0 of fig* 
 <ndeavone to how, that it 
Was. 1 , of ; figs, contrary. to the 
Evangelift's , poſitive, affitwation, that it 
was not the ſegſen of figs 3 1 3 and. they aſ- 
ſign as a, reaſon: for pur Saviour s finding 
no figs upon the tree, that they. had been 
plucked. off by others, when the Evange- 
liſt UA Forty aſſigns this to be the reaſon, 
that the ſeaſon of figs was. not pet. If it 
— ſaid, that theſe commentators; do allow, 
that the /zqſon. of fr (meaning the ſea- 
ſon of {atter figs) was not yet; it may 
be replied, that if it were at that time, 
the ſeaſon for early figs, this muſt have 
been the reaſon why our Saviour expected 
to have found figs upon the tree... And 
We 82 never ſu pn” that an inſpired 
KIA ** * wor 


On CHRIST's curſing the Figs Free. 57: 


writer would avg! given this reaſon for 
our Saviour's finding no rariy figs upon 
he tree, that the time for the /atter figs 
war not yet come. For if the latter figs 
were not yet come, this ſurely is rather a 
Teaſon why. our Saviour. Should have found 
(i he expected) early figs, 

3 gf mentioned and refuted 
all the principal . conjectures. w which have 
been propoſed for, the explanation of this 
difficulty, let us ſee whether we can not 
find an eaſy. and natural ſolution of it, 
from. the nature of all trees in all cli= 
mates; and then ſte, whether it may not 
be confirmed by the accounts which tra- 
vellers give us of the nature of eee i in 
Jes N wy 


Tur the * neupos "Seca ſig- | 
nifies only in general, the fit and proper 
time for any event to come to paſs, with- 


out any conſtant or l N 


3 
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there ĩs no doubt: Thus i in Acts i, 7. Ouy. 
jew. eg of, er XP 1. XALPBE ug of #6470, 
1 101d tom.” If then xapos is to be 
taken in this ſenſe in this place, all | 
Heine: of difficultiare at once Te: 


"Br moft probably, necpis —_ 18 to * 
taken in a more cœnffned ſenſe.” (as lap 
arp) for that particular time of the 
year, which we ſhould term in our lan- 
guage the ſeaſon” "of Js s. And indeed it 
is upon the univerfal ſuppoſition, that this 

is the meaning of zclpos in this place, 
that the difficulties have been ſtarted, : 
For it is thought ſtrange that our Saviour | 
thould go to look for figs, hen it wat 
not that time of year which is be. feaſon | 
of figs. But this expreſſion though thus 
confined, may ſtill be taken in two ſen⸗ 
ſes; either to denote, the time when fig 
trees bore fruit, or the time when figs 
were full ripe and gathered 3 and. upon 
either of theſe ſenſes, We ſhall ſhow that 
the difficulties ſuppoſed to attend this paſ- 


gage may be _ folved. 


Fon 


on CHRIST! scyrhng the Fig: f. 4D 


Fon though there is a nl time 
£.the, JF in each cle e. when DF 


9 


| likewiſe. — its . php 14 ps in 
either ſenſes of the word, „ when it „ 
the ſeaſon for that Frait- in that climate, 8 
pet we know that in the ſame climate 
there is ſome little variation of theſe ſea- 
ſons, and every fruit is in ſome ſeaſons 
produced and ripened ſooner or later than 
the uſual time. That this is the caſe in 
5 Judea as well as in all other climates, 
chere is no doubt. What inconfiſtenty 
then would it be in any one who ſaw 4 
fig tree at a diſtance, having leaves, and 
the appearance Of bearing fruit, or of | 
having ripe fruit upon it, to go up to it 
to ſee whether it was really fo or not, i. e. 
to ſee whether the ſeaſon of figs (in ei- 
ther* of the ſenſes above mentioned) was 
not begun; and when he came up to it 
and found nothing but leaves; what bet- 
ter reaſon could be aſſigned for it 71 that 
a Fe ea 7 was not 9 
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6 DISSERT: 


25 one" ould Rave Toda « iii” 


Ration, (had it not eſcaped ſo many üble 


writers) of this difficulty, without hav 


ing reeourſe to any fanciful ſappoſith 


n , 


tion, b een eie eren to „ Gonifyn 
the feofon of ripe. figs; that its not bei 
the ſeaſon, of figs, might indeed be a; 
good reaſon. for finding no nes figs, but 
conld be none for finding only leaves, 
upon the tree. But this objection may 
be eaſily obxiated by obſerving, chat 
though 1 have with our tranſlators. ſup⸗ 
Poſed ag in this paſſage to denote a canſe 
or reaſon, , yet it is well known, that 
this is by no means its only Ggnifica- 
tion, for it is. frequently uſed. as a mere 
expletive, and at other. times only as 4 
Paſtive affirmation. Thus Matthew, i, 18. 
More raub ene Nr. ue, Aurpos aVTR May ET 


> which is thus rendered by our 


trans 


| tranſlators themſelves, ben as bis mother 
Mary was eſpouſed to Joſe pb. Mark xv. 
14. Ti v K&x0y- robe tv, 1s. thus, rendered, 
My what evil beth be done? 1 Cor. xi. 
9. K nray: our ür rien b. Neither was the 


_ man'icreated.' 1 Cor. xi, 22. Man gap bat 
d Keri, Mbat have ye not houſes? 2 Tim. 
ii, 7. Nea 4 x52 don g 004 0 Kuptor g es. ot 
Tarr.) 'Confider what I Jay and the Lord 
give tber undenſtunding in all things. 1 Cor. 
ix, 10. H Saws Tayros Ns; A: Ads N 
vate, which is thus rendered, Or Jaith 
be it altogetber for our fakes? far aur 
ſaler no doubt it i vritteu-. Had grap 
then been tranſlated in the. pillage now 
under conſideration as an expletive or an 
affirmation, as in the places quoted above, 
the words vyap 1 xaipos S,ẽj¶gů would have 
been conſidered only as a new piece of 
inforination, not as a reaſon. for a part 
of. the tranſaction; but if as a reaſon at 
all, as a reaſon for the abbole. And the 
whole ng: vale; bar e thus. 
23 Aud 
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8 having leaves, he came if haply 

| might find any thing thereon : And 
5 he came to it he found no. figs, 
only leaves. The ſeaſon of figs indeed 


Was not yet. i. Ee. Though other trees had | 


figs upon them, and therefore they might 


have been expected on this, yet no trees 


had yet any ripe figs.” Even upon this ſup- 
Fobtion therefore, that the ſeaſon of 
figs”. mean the ſeaſon of ripe figs, this 


paſſage is eaſily explained. But I muſt 


eonfeſs, that I ſhould rather apprehend. 
this expreſſion is to be taken in the firſt 
ſenſe J have mentioned, the ſeaſon of 
trees hearing figs. For ſurely in our 
own language we - ſhould mean by the 
ſeaſon of figs, all the time from the firſt 


production to the gathering of them. 5 


And in this particular paſſage, it is not 
faid that our Saviour went to ſee for a 
ripe. figs but +1, any thing. But how! 
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ver this be, we have ſcen that. the diffi- 
culty attributed to this text, admits, of a 
ſolution which ever ſenſe we give to that 
expreſſion, from the nature 5 Fut 
| rar in en in all. L alimater.. | 


W "will n now 455 7 far” 1 nature 
of the fig-tree in Farticulur, and in the 
climate of Judea too, 8 or cee 
this folntion. 1 236150 


* K. if 39 


Du Shaw, one 401 Abe AP ON curious 
3 into the Eaſt, and one of the 
moſt attentive obſervers of the ſoil and 
produce, informs us, that the figetrer 
produces at three different times of the 
year, three different kinds of figs in ſuc- 
ceſſion. * Firſt, the Boccore,, which ri- 


pens in June in general, but which is 


now and then indeed ripe ſix Weeks or 
more before the full ſeaſon. In the 


middle of April they are very hard and 
ſmall; though the inhabitants have then 
2 method of maki them palatable by 

tan ad . Neeping 


* Shaw's Travels, Folio E > cg 
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all climates. 


be "DtSSERTATION H. 
keeping them 


in oyl. : 5 Secondly, the 
Kermez," or dummer fig, Wwhich ripens 
about Auguſt. Thirdly, another crop is 


frequently thrown out by the ſame tree 


called the winter fig, which hangs and 


ripens on the trees when the leaves are 


ſhed, and if the winter is very mild, * 
1s. 258 delicious morſel in the ſpring. This 


is the bg which I apprehend + Lach calls 
'« the haſty fruit before ſummer,” but 
Which the author of that valuable Work 
entitled een on divers paſſages 
of ſcripture,” ſuppoſes: to be the Boccore. 
One more | obſervation Which Dr. Shaw 
makes concerning the fig-tree, and which 
ought by no means to be forgotten, is, 
that the fruit of this tree precedes the 
leaves. This account then (which may 


certainly be depended upon) of the par- 


_ ticular nature of the fig- tree in the cli- 
mate of judea, very f ully confirms the 


interpretation of this text. which I have 
juſt given from the na ure of all trees in 
FRO 


6 


On THRIST's curling the Fig-ree. 6g 
 FRoM whit account of the fig-tree at 
as evident, that in Jiidea there is not 
only one ſeaſon of ripe figs; but bree; 
and therefore it does not ſeem poſſible 
to take the ſeaſon of figs” in Judea 
to mean the ſeaſon of ripe figs: If it 
be ſaid, that though there ate three ſea- 
ſons of the year in which figs are ripe, 
yet ene of them might emphatically be 
called the ſeaſon of figs, becauſe more 
were ripe then than at others times j we 
may obſerve, that it could not be the 
time when the winter fig was ripe very 
_ early in the ſpring, becauſe the tree is 
uncertain in the beating of this crop, 
and the ripening of it depends altogether 
on the mildneſs of the winter. Now 
yoo time that the tranſaction happened 
we are now conſidering, was certainly 
the very latter end of March, for it was 
but a few days before our Saviour's 
crucifixion, which was at the paſſover, 
and the paſſover was in the beginning 
> | 4 | of 
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of April. We find then by Dr. Shaw, 


that the figs which were ripe at this 


time, muſt have been the winter fig. 
For the Boccore does not ripen till 
June, and the Kermez not till Auguſt. 
But we have ſhown, that the time when 


the winter fig ripen, could not be called 


emphatically the ſeaſon of figs, therefore 
even if we ſuppoſe the ſeaſon of fg 
to mean, the ſeaſon of ripe figs, our 
Saviour might expect to find ripe _ 
even War it was not the ſeaſon We Jigs. | 


* 


Jn we why this r 0 the Sabin | 
of figs”, to mean the ſeaſon of producing 
or bearing figs, we may obſerve that the 
time of- the fig-trees bearing the winter 
fruit could not be called be ſeaſon of 
figs, for the reaſons aſſigned above. But 

this feaſon was the whole time from the 
Hirſt appearance of the Boccore, to the 
gathering - of the Kermesz. .. And as the 

time when this tranſaction happened, 
XY | wag 
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was before the uſual time of the fig-trees 


producing the Boccore, the paſſage admits. 


of the ſame interpretation, when the ex- 
preſſion is taken in this ſenſe, as in the 
foregoing. And indeed this interpretation 


of the words eos ovary ſeems to be 


particularly authoriſed by Dr. Shaw. For 
firſt, by Dr. Shaw's account of the par- 
ticular. nature of the fig in Judea, it rs 
not only not neceſſary that figs ſhould be 
ripe for a perſon who was hungry to eat 


them, but that they become even plea- 


fant to the taſte by ſteeping them in oyl. 
Secondly. That as he tells us the Boccore 
is in general very finall in the middle of 
April, and that though it is not ripe in 
general till June, yet that it ripens ſome- 
times fix weeks or more before that time; 
it appears, that at the time when this 
tranſaction happened, it was not the 
uſual ſeaſon, for trees to bear the Hoccore, 
yet it was not ſo far removed from it, 
but that it was very poſſible for them 
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68 DISSERTATION . 
adi Thirdly. That as the fruit of | 


this tree ufually precedes the leaves, any 
one might almoſt certainly expect to find 
figs upon a tree when it had leaves, how- 
ever unuſual it might be by the earlinefs 
of the ſeaſon, for trees to bear fi gs, From 
the whole then it is evident, that our 


Saviour ſeeing in March a fig-tree at a 


diſtance having leaves, he might by going 


: up to it reaſonably and confidently expect 


to have found figs, (for almoſt all the beſt 
interpreters. agree, that apx ought never 
to be rendered by chance) but when he 
came to it, he found no figs, for it was 
not the ſeaſon of figs, though this tree 


happened to have leaves upon it, which 


_ nat uſually re before the fruit. 


Tus then we ſee that in every poſſible 
ſenſe of this expreflion, xapor v., rh 
Seaſon of figs”, the firſt objection to this 
paſſage may be "Ty and the difficulty 


removed, 


* 


w. 


On CHRIST 's curſing the Fig-Tree. ba, 


We come now to. the ſecond. objec- 
tion to this paſſage, viz. that it appears 
to be inconſiſtent with our Saviour's cha- 
racter to curſe the fig- tree at all for not 
bearing figs ; more eſpecially, as the fſea- 


Vn of figs was not yet. 


I, we can prove that it was confliibint 
with our Saviour's character to curſe the 
fig- tree at all for not bearing figs, it is 
evident from what has been faid in anſ- 
wer to the former objection, that no ad- 
ditional difficulty will ariſe from its not 
being the ſeaſon of figs. . For if it were 
compatible with Chriſt's wiſdom ' and 
goodneſs to curſe the tree for not. bearing” 
fruit at the time other trees did, it was 
equally fo to curſe it for not bearing 
fruit, when it had the appearance of bear- 
ing it. The whole of this objection 
therefore, is founded evidently upon the 
meaning of the word curſe ; ; to curſe, 
being looked upon as a vice which muſt 
therefore be inconſiſtent with our Savi- 
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our's character. "Now it muſt be con- 
feſſed, that this word implies not only a 
with of, or an intreaty for eyil, but like- % 
wiſe for the greateſt. evil which can be- 
fall any one, no leſs than that of eternal 
miſery; and the idea of this being aſſo- 


ciated with the ſound of this word a de- 


teſtation likewiſe of the perſon guilty of 
this crime immediately ariſes in the mind. 
But granting that the word in the original, 
aper OH, Which our tranſlators render 
to cunſe, may be taken in this horrid. 
ſenſe, (which may reaſonably be denied) 
it is evident that when it is applied to 
any thing inanimate, it can only be uſed 
metaphorically. And thus in the paſſage 
before us, our Saviour is ſaĩd by Peter, in 
St. Mark's goſpel, to have curſed the 
fig tree, becauſe he ſaid to it; 5 Let 10 7 


man eat fruit of thee hereafter for. ever.“ 


When this objection therefore is eee 


ſtated, the only queſtion is, . whether it 
* conſiſtent with our Saviour's cha- 
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rafter to wiſh and cauſe the fig-tree to 
wither. And the only circumſtance which 
ean poſſibly make this appear to be in- 
compatible with his goodnels,; is, the 
ſuppoſition that he did this through pique 
or paſſion, becauſe being hungry, he was 
diſappointed, that he did not find figs to 
_ atisfy his hunger, as he expected. But 
that this could not be his motive is evi- 
dent for this reaſon; that the ſame power 
which enabled you to cauſe the fig-tree 
immediately to wither, would have ena- 
| bled him to have cauſed it to produce 
fruit to gratify his hunger. But if this 
were not his motive, it may reaſonably 
be aſked, Wwhat was. That which is 
univerſally aſſigned, is, that our Saviour 
meant to ſignify, that this tree was an 
emblem of the Jews, - and that as they 
mes barren; like it, they ſnould be rooted 
But irſt, though this tree did not 
_ fruit at that time, we are certainly 
dot to look upon it as a barren tree, for 


9 . | 7 F4 | . 1 


v2 DISSERTATION TI. 
if it had, would our Saviour have ſaid 
to it, let no man cat fruit of thee here” 
after for ever, where in that caſe could 
have been the curſe, and where the ob- 
jection? It is evident the tree could not 
be called barren before our Saviour made 
it ſo, and therefore could be no emblem 
of the Jews. Secondly, as I have obſerved 
above, one event can not be a type or 
emblem of another, unleſs: the one be 
fignificative of the other to thoſe perſons 

for whoſe inſtruction it was intended. 
But does it appear that the Diſciples ever 


conſidered the withering of the fig-tres 


in this light? And is it not very extraor- 
dinary, that if our. Saviour intended this 
miracle to be typical of the Jews, he 
ſhould not point out this circumſtance to 
his Diſciples, as it does not appear how 
they ſhould otherwiſe diſcover this to have 
been his deſign ? Had commentators at- 
* to the whole of the context, they 
might have found a FE and ſufficient 


Is motive 
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motive for this miracle, and might have 
| ſpared the | ſuppoſition of an emblem, 
which has no exiſtence but in their own 
. imaginations. For in v. 20. it is faid, 
And in the morning as they paſſed by, they 
faw the fig-tree dried up by the roots, 

And Peter, calling to remembrance, faith 
unto him: Maſter 1: behold the fig-tree 
which thou curſedſt is withered away. And 
Jeſus anſwering ſaith unto them, have 
faith in Gad. For verily, I ſay unto you, 
wwhoſaever ſhall ſay unto this mountain be 
thou removed, and be thou caſt into the 
ſea ; and ſhall not doubt in his heart, but 
ſhall believe that thoſe things which he 
faith ſhall come to paſs, be ſhall have 
whatſoever be ſaith. What then can be 

more evident, than that the reaſon why 
our Saviour worked this miracle, Was, 
that, by this exertion of his power he 
might ſtrengthen the faith of his Diſci- 

ples, and ſhow them that if they did but 
continue ſteadfaſt in their belief, the ſame 


734 DISSERTATION n. 
power ſhould be granted likewiſe to them ? 


And can there be a more reaſonable mo- 


tive for our Saviour's cauſing a fig- tree 
to wither, juſt before he was about to 
leave his Diſciples, than to inculcate ſo 
important a doctrine, and to . 0 | 
uſeful an effect? | 


| Tur only remaining Uifficulty relative 
to this text, is to reconcile, our Saviour 8 
not appearing to know in this caſe, that 
the tree had no figs upon it, till he came 
up to it, with other texts, from Which 
it is ſuppoſed, that he was omniſcient. 
For it may be urged, that one inſtance 
of his appearing not to know more than 
man, is fufficient to deſtroy that ſuppo- 
fition. As, if there were ſomething he 
appeared not fo know, he certainly could 
ret appear to know every thing. OT 


Bur in the 2 Place, it may be ah 
1888 in relation to this objection, that | 
H it thould admit of no anſwer, it is by 

8 
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no means of the fame conſequence with 
the preceeding ones. For from theſe, 
arguments have been deduced by Infidels 
againſt the ſeriptures in general. From 
the former, no other debate can ariſe but 
between Chriſtians themſelves, and no 
objection can be inferred, but againſt one 
doctrine in particular. But ſecondly, it 
is not neceſſary to prove that our. bleſſed 
Saviour exerted the Power of omniſcience 
always whilſt on earth, in order to evince 
his poſſeſſion of it in heayen, For were 
not our Savjour's temptation, and agonies 
in the garden and on the croſs, as incom- 
patible with the power and purity of that 
being, who was with the father. before 
the world was, and by whom every thing 
war made which was made, as his not 
knowing every thing. His temptation and | 


his human, but are no ar arguments againſt 
his divine nature. So likewiſe, if it 


| or. thay our Saviour ard not always 
| i | exhibit 
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exhibit proofs of .a divine knowledge ai 

on earth, this likewiſe might be the con- 
ſequence of his human nature, but can 
be no proof that the worD which was 
| wade fieſh, was not before the world was, 
with God, and that the wars WAS-not 
_ Gop. It is for want of a cloſe attention 
to this plain diſtinction, that ſors haye 
unwarily concluded he was mere man, and 
that others have often as incautiouſly defen- 
ded his divinity. And both parties, have too 
frequently likewiſe confounded, the at- 
tributes given in ſcripture to the wokD 
before it was manifeſted in the fleſh, tq 
J=svs CnrisT whilſt on earth, and to 
HIS EXALTED STATE after death... That 
the won p was made fleſh in Ixs vs CHRIST 
| there is no doubt, if the ſcriptures are 
at all to be believed. Suppoſed diffi- 
culties however are ſtarted concerning the 
MANNER in which the won p was united 
with HUMAN NATURE in Jesvs. Cuxisr: 
Wer God, (as one of our Creeds 
_— 
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expreſſes it) and PERPECT Man. But 
theſe difficulties may at once be removed, 
by enquiring how is a FINITE SPIRIT 
MADE FLESH, Or in what conſiſts the 
Union between a REASONABLE SOUL 
and an HUMAN BODY, or at leaſt how 

does each man know that there is ſuch an 
union ſubſiſting except in himſelf, which 
he perceiyes intuitively ? Does he not by 
certain actions or motions of the bodies 
of other men, which he perceives im- 
mediately by his ſenſes, infer, that there 
is ſomething which acts or cauſes thoſe 
motions ? And from certain motions or 
actions expreflive of deſign, he infers a 
rational mover or agent, this rational agent 
then and body adted upon, are called an 
| UN1oN of sor and BOD, or ONE MAN. 
And in the ſame manner was not the 
worD made FLESH in Jeſus: Chriſt? By 
certain actions or motions of his we may 
infer a RATIONAL SOUL LIMITED IN ITS 
FACULTIES, and from certain other mo- 
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tions or actions of his we may infer, an 
| AGENT, UN-limited in FACULTIES, Re- 
ſpecting the former, we perceive MERE 
MAN. Reſpecting the latter, we perceive 
THE WORD, So that in Jesvs CnRIST 
we perceive, AN UNION OF THE woRD 
AND MAN. But then we muſt obſerve, 
that where only Suman powers were want- 
ed, there only the reaſonable foul was ma- 
nifeſted ; where human powers would nor | 
' ſuffice, . there. the word. was manifeſted. 
And indeed without this, the PERFECT 
worD'and PERFECT, MAN could. not have 
been manifeſted. Thus! in the tranſaction 
before us, Je ofus Chri it ſecing a fig-tree 
having leaves, he went to ſee wheth er it 
had on it any fruit, (inferring the latter to 
be probable, from the former) for this 
was a diſcovery within the reach of 2 
man nature. But when he choſe the 
fig- tree ſhould wither, then was mani- 
feſted the word. And it is plain; here 
was no contradiction, but a perfect con- 


| 
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Hence.” between theſe two actions, ac- 
cording to the nature of Teſus Chriſt. 
For had the word been manifeſted in the 
diſcovery, that the tree had no fruit, 
when the means which buman nature 
afforded for the diſcovery were at hand, 
there certainly had not been e 
in him PERFECT MAx. 


| Ir 3 if our Saviour's appear - 
ing not to know ſome things could not 
be reconciled with his omniſcience, it never 
could be proved from this paſſage that 
our Saviour did not exert the power of omni. 
ſcience whilſt on earth. For tho' the ex- 
preſſion of St. Mark ſeems at firſt to imply 
that our Saviour when he ſaw the tree afar 
off did not then know whether it had any 
figs upon it or not, but that he went up 
to the tree on purpoſe to inform himſelf 
of this circumſtance ;. yet if we conſult St. 
Matthew, xxi, 19. where he relates the 
ſame tranſaction, we ſhall find, that he 


* 
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ſpeaks of it as ſtanding eri rue age, upon 
the road, or path. And according even 


to St. Mark, it appears that it ſtood in 
the way. For in verſe 20, it is ſaid, 
that as our Saviour and his Diſciples 


were returning the next morning paſſing 


roots. If it be aid, that though our 
Saviour did not go out of his way, yet 
it is manifeſt he looked for figs. I anſwer, 


this might be the caſe; and yet our Sa- 5 


viour might know there were none. For 
if he intended to work the miracle for 


the reaſon I have aſſigned, it was neceſſary 


that his Diſciples ſhould be induced by 
ſome circumſtance to take particular no- 


tice of the tree, that the miracle might 


be more manifeſt; And what circum- 
| Nance could be more ſtriking, and more 


likely to occaſion an attentive obſervation 
of the tree, than their looking for figs 


amongſt the leaves, and finding none. 
If it be urged further, that the Evange- 


in 
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tt ſeems to ſuppoſe, that our Saviour 
himſelf did not know any more than his 
Diſciples that there were no figs, till 
*he examined the tree. I reply, that tho" 
for the reaſon I have juſt now aſſigned, 
our Saviour might aſſume the appearance 
of ignorance at that time, and though 
the Evangeliſt relates the events as they 
appeared, yet the Diſciples might after- 
wards, when the miracle was performed, 
ſee the reaſon of our Saviour's aſſumed 
ignorance on the occaſion. And there- 
fore no one from this paſſage alone can 
infer, that there was any thing which our 
Saviour appeared not to know : M. uch leſs 
can thoſe who deny his divinity, deduce any 
thing from it in ſupport of their opinion. 
Having likewiſe proved, that it was not 
' Inconſiſtent with our Saviour's character ta 
curſe the fig-tree for not bearing figs: And 
further, having affigned a natural and even 
obvious reaſon, why he night expect to find 


figs, when it was not 1 the ſeaſon of He; 
| Le 4 8 2 We | 
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we need no longer ſay with a 21 chil. 
tian, niſi hoc Jactum, figuratum accipiatur, 
fultum invenitur ; but every objection is 
_ anſwered, and every difficulty is removed. 
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Hac enim eſt /plerumgue) non Yerborum parva, ſed Rerum 
permagna Diſſenſio. Cic. 
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Har e Ie 25 Adis tics: 
in the Engliſh verſion of the ſacred ferip- 
tures, is no more than what is to be ex- 
pected, as it is the performance of fallible 
men, not like the original, 'the production 
of the ſpirit of God. And that theſe 
defects likewiſe ſhould not be few, can 
not appear ſurpriſing to any one, Who 
Eonliders the difficulties which muſt ne- 
ceſſarily attend ſo great an undertaking. 
For in a work which demands ſo much 


e and time for the execution, the 
G 3 molt 


. 
* : 
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moſt vigilant attention will ſometimes be 
overpowered by drowſineſs, and the 
moſt laborious application will ſometimes 
be unbended by the enchantments of 
caſe, 


A Tranſlator, fatigued with ſelecting 
the true ſenſe of a word / amidſt a mul- 
tiplicity of falſe ones, will ſometimes no 
doubt too readily acquieſce in its moſt 
uſual ſigniflcation; at others, when the 
ſpirit of refinement has poſſeſſed him, 
he will perhaps too faſtidiouſiy reject the 
common acceptation for one more un- 
uſual, though leſs proper. He will 
ſometimes perhaps give the unfigurative 
ſenſe of a word, when a metaphor was 
intended, and at others, render that fi- 
guratively, which requires a plain inter- 
pretation. He will probably ſometimes 
ſeek for the meaning of a word in its 
etymology, when it is not neceſſary, and 
ſametimes content himſelf with a devia- 
had from the _ ſenſe, where ety- - 
| mology 
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mology is required. He will ſometimes 
moſt probably tranſlate improperly, by 
neglecting to conſult the context, and at 
others, he may only involve en in 
error by conſulting it. | 


Tu A T the tranſlators of a large work, 
may commit all theſe miſtakes, even 
without any diſparagement to their cri 
tical abilities, or any impeachment for 
neglect of duty, every one muſt be ſen- 
fible, who has felt the infirmities of hu- 
man nature, the fatigue of application, 
and the irkſomeneſs of attention. , 


"Is F therefore, ſuch miſtakes as theſe, 
ſhould be found in our Engliſh verſion of 
the ſcriptures, let us not condemn our 
tranſlators for their imperfections in a few 
parts, but venerate them for their per- 
Kegion in moſt. 


TERRE is one ieee however 
we ought always to keep in remembrance, 
es we would give our tranſlators the ho- 

G4 | ' Nour 
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nour they deſerve } viz. that they were: 
only tranſlators not commentators,” They 
ſeem (I mean) to have conſidered it more 
as their office, to give in general rather 
the literal and moſt uſual meaning of the 
words, than what may appear in ſome 
paſſages to be the true, though leſs fre- 
ent, or perhaps, the peculiar ſenſe of | 
them in particular places ; 15 judiciouſiy | 
leaving it to annotators and commenta= 
tors to rectify ſuch inaccuracies, as might 
attend their verging towards the extreme 
of a too, literal interpretation. An ex- 
treme which is on ſo important an Oc- 
caſion by far leſs dangerous, than that of 
deviating i into a too free and” pariphraſtic 
a verſion. For by the latter, they might 
have perverted the rude fimplicity of hl 
tient manners, into the delicate refine» 
ments of modiſh breeding, and the un- 
poliſhed, though, nervous. expreſſions; of 
_ antiquity, into. the. courteous, addreſs. and 
ene civilities * modern . 
5 8 > | ut 
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But what would: have, been of infinitely, 
worſe conſequence, they might then 
pethaps have given, us the doctrines of 
Luther or of Calvin, inſtead of thoſe of 
Chrift and bis Apoſtles; and, inſtead of 
the - eternal truths. of ſacred writ, the 


— Aullugring dectrines of faſhionable ſyſtems. . 


Bur though it is by no means ſur- 
Priſing, that ſome miſtakes ſhould- _ 
deen committed | *. our tranſlators 7 BE 


many of theſe errors ſhould not MO be 
„ mares have been ſo many 


comments, annotations, paraphraſes, and 
explanations, avid: on the ſacred -ſctip- 
tures. And perhaps, a writer would at 
firſt gain little credit, who ſhould: aſſert, 
that paſſages may be produced, which 
have eſcaped the notice of our ableſt 
commentators, but which notwithſtand- 
ing convey a ſenſe in the tranſlation, di- 
rectly contrary to that e of the ente 
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out meaning, and piopbö tons which in- 
volve contradictions; — Paſſages which 
convey, —Aſſertions which countenance 
vice, and affirmations which are incon- 
fiſtent with the attributes of God. But 
this aſſertion will appear very probable, | 
when we conſider, how few of the num 
ber of Commentators they are, who now 
advance any thing new om the ſacred. 
writings, and how much more few thoſe 
new explanations appear in compariſon 
with the old ones. And unleſs a writer 
has diſcovered interpretations, which 
have eſcaped his predeceſſors, . &efore he 
applies himſelf to the commenting on the 
whole ſcriptures, he is not very likely to 
diſcover them ' afterwards. For his time 
78 then ſo much employed in acquiring 
the opinions of others, in conſulting their 

different interpretations, as diſperſed in 
a multiplicity of volumes, and in ſelect- 
ing the beſt out of this variety, that he 
has little leiſure to examine his own opt» 


nions; 
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nions ; 3 and when his memory is ſo much 
burdened, he has little "POE for 


exerciing his inventian. 


Ax attempt to xedtify all the Pen Dc 
rail tranſlations . in the New Teſtament, 
would require a volume. by itſelf. ButT 
ſhall content myſelf at preſent with 
pointing out an inſtance (of what ap- 
pears to me to be a miſtake) under each 
of the foregoing claſſes, which will be 
ſufficient to yindicate my own ,aflertions, 
and to excite the attention of others, ® 


Fin. 1 hall give an inſtance of a text 
which ſeems to me in the rranſlation, to 
eonvey a meanin 8 directly contrary to that 
of the original; though it muſt be con- 
feſſed, it is upon a point of as little im- 
Portance as is 1 8 in "oy OE ROW 

tures. i | 


© * Though f/metitiba only our common Engliſh viefion; | 


as it is moſt uſually read in this nation, yet the ſame re- 


marks may equally be applied to all other — of 
| which I have any * 


1 5 


Philippians 


| 
| 
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8 Paul tells ersten Wms 
* paphreditus) in the Lord with all glad- 
neſs, and bold  fach i in. reputation. . _ Becauſe 


for the work of the Lord be was nigh unto 


death, not regardii Ing .. bis I e 1% apply 
rn LACK, oF. SERVICE 10 NF. dun 


u KSpnRE zu pos . Netrep Nia. V uch 


furely ought to have been tranſlated, You * 


LACK or SERVICE. IN MB OF BY ME, or. 
o MY. ACCOUNT. | For the common 
tranſlation ſeems to imply, that 'Epa- 


phroditus himſelf ſupplied | thofe neceſſi - 
ties of St. Paul's, which, the. Philippians 


bad neglected, and that he. endangered 


cvidently, (if we attend to the - whole 


epiſtle) that the Philippians themſelves, 


ent the ſupply for Paul's neceſſities, by 


which Epaphroditus miniſtered. to his 
wants. And therefore, though it ap- 
pears by the lat e. * * cbacße 

that 


eZ 
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that the Philippians; Had for ſome time 
before they ſent this fupply by the 
hands of Epaphroditus negleQed Paul, 
yet it is evident, it was not Epaphrodi- 
tus, but the Philippians themſelves whe 
ſupplied that lac ef fervice. But when 
St. Paul wrote this epiſtle he was in pri- 
ſon at Rome, and could not go to the 
Philippians himſelf at that time; he 
therefore in the very chapter from which 
the paſſage is taken that I am now conſi- 
dering, ſpeaks of ſending Timotheus to 
them, though he truſted in the Lord he 
alſo himſelf ſhould be with them ſhortly. 
He then tells them, that he ſuppoſed it 
neceſſary to ſend Epaphroditus to them, 
his brother, and companion in labour, 
and fellow ſoldier; (but their meſſenger, 
who had miniſtered to his wants) for he 
longed . after them all, and was full of 
heavineſs, becauſe they had heard he was 
fick. That he had been indeed fick nigh 
unto death: but God had mercy on him, 
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and not on him only, but on Paul alſo, 
left he ſhould have ſorrow upon» ſorrow. 
Then follow the verſes already; -quoted, 
where he tells them to receive him glad- 
ly, becauſe Epaphroditus did not regard 
his life, if he could, —not ſurely, ( ſup- 
ply their lack of ſervice to Paul; but if 
he could be of ſervice to them during 
Paul's abſence, i. e. ſupply St. Loads 
lack 2 * to them. 


| Secondly. 1 fhatt 1 an inſtance 
of a paſſage, which contains an W 
tion without We 


24 


Ppili piano ili, 1 2, 3. 


Finally my brethren rejoice in the Loy. - 
To write the ſame things, to me indeed is 
not grievous, and for you it 1s ſafe. B- 
WARE OF DOGS, (Baerers wyas) beware 
of evil workers, beware of the concifion. 
For we are the circumciſton which wor. 


Hip 
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| ſors God in the ſpirit, 5 refoice in Cbriſ 
| Jeſus, and have no o confidence in the fleſh. 


Now what can we poſibly think of 
the expreſſion BEWARE or DOGS in this 
tranſlation * Is it at all too harſh to call 
it an admonition without meaning? The 
' commentators indeed inſtead of giving 
the real ſenſe of the original, have en- 
deavoured to make ſenſe of the tranfla- 
tion. And thus, becauſe | our Saviour 
to vindicate himſelf for not working 
miracles amongſt the Gentiles, ſays, Be 
 epas ſent only to the loſt ſheep of the buuſe 
of Iſrael, and affirms, it war not lawful 
to caſt the children's bread before dogs, the 
_ commentators obſerve, that our Saviour 
called the Gentiles, ** Dogs*®” becauſe they 
were without the covenant, though it 
is evident he called them by no ſuch 
name. But fay the commentators on 
this paſſage in the Philippians, the names 
with the * * now changed, the 
„„ Jews 


any foundation for it to reſt upon. 
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Jews be ing now without the covenant, 


1 N 4 1 wrody 3% $50, S695 
and the Gentiles admitted into it, there- 


fore the latter were nau called children, 
and the farmer dagt. But unfortunately 
for this + uhiverſally received comment, 
 frft, all the Jews were not without the 
_ covenant, And ſecondly, in direct con- 


tradiction to this comment, it appears by 
the context, St. Paul could not here be 
cautioning the Philippians to beware of 
the Jews, as Jews, i. e. of thoſe who 
were without the covenant, but of thoſe Je - 
-who had been Jews, before they were 


converted to chriſtianity, i. e. of thoſe 


who were now in the covenant: If there- 
fore St. Paul is to be underſtood, as ex- 
horting the Philippians, to beware of any 


pPerſons under the appellation of « dogs”, 


they muſt be chriſtians, not Jeus. All 
this comment therefore is raiſed witho 


Dips © e 1 br 45s E + pr pay 228 124 , fy Are 
Bur how ſtrange is it, that none of 


our annotators ſhould have taken notice, 


that 
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that the word Kuen has another ſigni- 


: fication beſides its Ota one ; which, 
the whole context ſhows us muſt be its 
meaning in this place. For St. Paul 

is exhortipg the Philippians to take heed. 
that they do not comply with the out- 


* | 
| ward circumciſion i in the fleſh, which he 


97 pprobriouſly.. calls concifion, (rar 2 
lundering Operation) that they | da not 
attend ta rhoſe who inculcate the neceſſity 
E {th "works as Ccircumet hon, which are 
really not neceſary, (for. this appears to me 
to be the true ſenſe of Ks 2p 
rendered, evil workers 4; but he tells them, 
that the true circumciſion i is worſhipping 
God in, the ſpirit. Tranſlate then BNS. 
av, (as it . ought) ee beware leſt your 
members be defiled by circumciſion,” and 
this text Which was before unintelligi- 
ble, makes the Whole context uniform 
| and conſiſtent. e e 


E 


birdy. 25 am to Fg an inſtance 8 


a propoſition, which involves in it a con- i 


H = James 
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pe 1 ii, 10. 1 5 
— beep e 
end yet 1 1 8 
wt 


N 3 an aſlertion it may 
appear at firſt, that he who Keeps the 
whole law, Save 3 in one point, trangreſſes | 
the whole, it is certainly very reconcilea= 
ble with reaſon and common ſenſe. For 
the law is the command of God, that you 
| ſhall love your, brother as yourſelf. The 
commiſſion of every vice implies, the 
doing an injury to another. Every acb of 
vice then. ſhows a diſregard. of the com- 
mands of God, and a want of love to 
our. brother. Conſequently therefore, he 
who commits any que vice, ſhows as clear- 
ly a diſobedience to the whole command 
-of the legiſlator, and is as much guilty 
of an infraction of the fole end of the 
law, as he can who commits every other 


a x at 
W. 8 
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jos + 3 laws can 2 reſi to 
mtentions, only ſo far, as they are diſ- 
coverable by ackionc, human legiſlators 
eſtimate men's vice almoſt entirely by the 
evil their actions occaſion to individuals, 
or to the. public z and where, no vicious 
actions are performed, there, no vice is 
puniſhed.” But the divine law has refer- 
ence to Principles, not ations ; and there- ; 
fore he who wants that inward principle 
of rectitude which produces virtuous ac- 
tions, though by ſome happy concurrence 
of circumſtances (as by the dread of pre- 
ſent puniſhments, for inſtance) he may 
not commit the ſame number, or ſo great 
a variety of vicious actions as another, he 


is Linens. A tran greſſor of the whole ys | 


| 215 3 kde we coal 
juſtice a virtue, temperance a virtue, pru- 
dence 2 virtue, and fortitude a virtue. 
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And from hence many are induced to 
conclude, that a man may "have: Juſtice 


without temperance, temperance. without 
fortitude, and fortitude without Pruden ce, 
But the word “ virtue” is only 4 com mplex 


term, which'in its proper and philoſs hi- 
cal acceptation com prehends che united 
ſignifications of all thoſe words. a And a 
man therefore can not even accordin 8 td 
mere morality, be properly "aid | to. be 
virtuous, in whom there is not an allem- 
blage of all theſe qualities. This dodtrine 
is particularly tau ght by Plato in his 
Meno, and Vkewifs in his Lathes and 
Protagoras, and that it was indeed the 
doctrine of all the antient philoſop hers, 
we have the teftimony of Tully to evince | 


in the following paſſage. Sed ne quis fit 


admiratus, cur, cum inter omnes Philoſo- 


phos conſtet, a meque ipſo difputatum' fit, 
qui unam haberet, canes habere Virtutes; 
nunc ita ſejungam, quaſi poſſit quiſquam, 
a" non idem an fit, juſtus eſſe: 
"FRA : ite alia 
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alia. oft illa, cum veritas ipfa limatur in 
Dilſpi tatione, ſubtilitas; alia, cum ad 
Opinionem communem ommnis accommo- 
datur Oratio. „ e ut Vulgus 
ita nos hoc Loco loquĩimur, ut alios fortes,” 
alios bonas viros, Wann dicamus: 
popularibus enim verbis eſt agendum & 


uſitatis, cum loquimur de Opinione po- | 


pulari : 7 idque. eodem ies rg eres 270 1 
Cicero de Otheus Cie win ot 


Ir is therefore midi evident,” 
that no one can properly be faid to baue 


one virtue, without having all; and that 


whoever," in any one «ge ſhows a want 


of love for his drother, is | s guilty of a 


breach of the whole 7 | NY 


Bur though hee, are a ates; 
how can we. reconcile the contradictory: 


2» 


poſitions of St. James according to theo 


Englith tranſlation ? For how can a per- 


ſon keep -the. whole law, and Jet offend. If 


it, 158 laid that the meaning is evidently 
H 3 | _ 


27 ES: 
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this, that : whoſoever ſhall keep the „% 
of the law and only offend in one point, 
it is manifeſt, the original would not bear 
this tranſlation.” Had it indeed been 
Tayre Toy vouiy, it might have been ren- 
dered the law in general, or the greater” 
part of the law; but oN 7% certainly 
ſignifies, the \wbole" or entire lat. But 
though bee words will bear no other, * 
two other wordt in this paffage, Trait” 
and syoxos not only will bear, but like- 
wile require another interpretation. By 
which means, the paſſage. will be tranſla- 
ted more properly, be ſtill preſerved. con- 
ſiſtent with the doctrine juſt explained, 
and be liable to no, inconfiltency in itſelf, 
« Whoſoever ſhall keep the whole law, 
but ſhall gorter, zwaver, or fumble, (Tran) : 
in one point, he is (ty x05) in danger of all, 
or of condemnation for all.” That mTraw, 
has all theſe fignifications, many paſſages 
| might be produced from heathen writers to 
| Prove. But what is moſt to my purpoſe, - | 
en. our 


A 


ou N mne — 


xi, 11. e n e rer eee 


«: dave they: fumbikd, \that they. fpauld - 


fall?” They have tranſlated the word 
wN likewiſe in the ſenſe I have given it, 
not only once but in many places, par- 
ticularly in Matthew v, 22. Mark iii, 29. 


And that they ought to have rendered 


it fo in other places, any one may be fa- 
Usſied by dee eee xxvi, 66: C. 
Xi, 2. 2 Pet. „ IQ, D SIO EL SIEEE | 225 


"Now Lam upon this head, it may not 


be. amiſs to obſerve, that our tranſlators 


Have not given the exact ſenſe to many 
paſſages, by tranſlating Ex» by the engliſh. 
word « have,” Poſhbly this word had 
uſually a more extenſive fl gnifcation in 
our language at the time the tranſlation 
was made, than it has now. (For there 
are certainly ſome ſeeming improprieties 
in our tranſlation, which only ariſe from a 
change in the f gnification of words.) 
But however this may be, the word. 
H4 <6 "un. 
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cc GY moms implies mere poſſeſſion, and. 
has no reference to the a#-of- "Acquiring. 
But Exe has, and in this ſenſe it is evi- 
dent, it is to be- underſtood in many 
paſſages of the ſacred ſcriptures. Thus 
in Matt. xix, 16::Good-maſ/ter,”: Arey good 
thing ſhall I do tlut i may ha vx, e i. e. 
abtain, eternal Hfe, ; and | in numberleſs . 
other places which muſt. occur to every 

reader. But by not expreſſing this ſenſe 
in the tranſlation, the following paſſage 
in Matt, , ,29- Mark i iv, 25. Luke xix, 
26. contains a Contradictien. Fo, uno 
every one that bath ſhall | be given, and he | 
ſhall” have, abundante, or, ſhall more a- 
bound, but, from Bim that Bath not, all 
be taken _ Way, even "that which” He hath. 
How any thing can be taken away from 
one wWho has nothing, or indeed how any 
thing which a man is obtained, can be 
taken away from him who has obtained 
nothing, would certainly puzzle the belt 
commentator to . It is evident, 

EE. R "theres 


e Re 
£ e - ES | ry ; 4 


— 
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therefore, that the word 5x has in this 
paſſage two. fignifications., E It 5 TY manifeſt 
the whole context demands, that i in every . 
part of the verſe except the laſt, it mould 
ſignify, not the mere Palſelion. of any 
thing, but the poſicfiion of ſomething 
acguired by a mans own care and dili- 
gence; for other wiſe this verſe Which 
contains the moral of the parable of the 
talents, would be totally inconſiſtent with 
this parable ; where. every one 8 increaſe 
and reward, is deſcribed to be in propor- 
tion to his care and diligence, in improv- 
ing what was committed to him. And 
indeed, it is ſo evident, that this muſt be 
the meaning, that the commentators tell 
uus, by e Hath' in this place is meant 

* improued, without ſhowing us that «xs 
will bear that ſenſe, or taking notice of the 
laſt part of the verſe, where it is mani- 
feſt v ſignifies nere poſſeſſion, otherwiſe 
the inconſiſtency will ſtill remain. The 
whats yr therefore ought to be tranſ- 
2511588611 2 | * 


5 bree TAT Ion m. 


3 thing, fhall re aid bs 
Hall more abound ; but from bim that hath 


nat acquired any thing, D 
e 


Faurrby. 1 ee ente rer 


N ſcems we A u vice. 4 
Pro kee. iN 3-45 T's 8 bi 


. mit 1 
New Teftament, which has occaſioned 
more diſplay of the little humour of In- 
fidels, and their vain attempts to ridicule 
the actions of our bleſſed Saviour, than 
the account of his miracle at the marriage 
in Cana of Galilee. But none perhaps, 
which places their attempts in a more 
contemptible light, and which more be- 
_ trays their ignorance of the paſſage they 
— to ridicule, when the whole 

tranſaction 
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tranſaction i is properly conſidered. Tho? 
it muſt be confeſſed, as it is 9 
explained, and almoſt univerſilly under- 
ſtood, it gives but too fair a pretence for 
the objections of Infidels to the purity of 
our Saviour's conduct. For from thence 
they have concluded, that our Saviour 
Was preſent at a feaſt, where wine was 
drunken to exceſs, and that after this, 
be worked a miracle for the ſupply of an 
amazing quantity. But when the whole 
tranſaction be clearly underſtood, it will 
appear, that the word 1vo%r1, which” 
has been the principal occaſion of theſe 
objections, when fully explained by the 


context, will by no means countenance 
them. 5 ALLIES — —U— * 


_— 


WuarT 155 very e contritiiided | 
to the miſunderſtanding of this paſſage, 

Is this; that though moſt of the inter- 
preters were aware, that the Jewiſh mar- 


* feaſts continued ſeyeral days, yet 


— 


— 
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they all ſeem to muppöleg thar e 
which: is recorded by 8t. John to "have 
deen faid and done at this feaſt; happened 
on the ſame day, and abmoſt Ar ine As 
inſtant 0 f. time. Whertas, nothing 46: 
more common, than fot the Evangelifts - | 
to relate actions and diſtourſes af our 
Saviour, without marking the diſtance. 
of time between them, though perhaps 
2. conſiderable ſpace intervened; as ſome | 


of the commentators have themſelves ob- 


ſerved: upon other ocaſions. That this 
was the caſe in reſpect to this Wan ide 
will, I think, evidently appear from; an 
examination of every part of it, and at 
the ſame time fupply us bd a vindication' 
of the whole. | 


Tur mother of nai Weng that 
by the deſcent of the ſpirit, he had now 
the power of working miracles, and pro- 


—_ that he CO to Perform one 
en 
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on this occaſion, finding. chat che wi 
[ordered for this ' feaſt was almoſt ex- 
hauſted, | {verepus ayros eise) told him that 
they wanted wine; intimafing her wiſhes, 


that he would exert His miraculous power | 


Jjuſt at that time. To whi ch he replied, 
| (in the common form of addreſs then uſed 
amongſt” people of the higheſt ranks 
Womin, what bave vou 0 do with me 
my Bour is nbt yet come. Not rebuking her, 
as 18 commonly. imagined, from the- dif- 
ference between the modes of expreſſion 
in thoſe times, when this form of f. peech 
was uſual, and ours, when it is not cuſ- 
tomary, but otily aa ferming her, that he, 
who þ had the power of working miracles, 
| Hot. 2 mere wo! Wa. 


an though his er, 


42 D. Sam, Clark, (whoſe: capacious genius. and ex- 
tenſive learning will ever entitle him to the veneration of 
* mankind, however they may differ from him in ſome opi- 
nions) lappoſes, from Mary's requeſt to Jeſus on this occa-- 
ſton, that he had been ufed; before his entrance on his mi- 
niſtry, to perform miracles for the benefit of his friehds. 
A conjecture, to which the other parts of ſcripture afford 


no foundation. And it is evident. ay fects preſent paſſage - 


affords no ſupport to it, ſince a very obvious reaſon (as we 


Polition. 


haye ſeen) may be agus. for it, zndependeat of this ſap- 1 


! . Was 


/ 


— a 


Was 8 judge of 1he-tinie 0 fot 
performing them, and that it was not yet 
the proper time for this miracle. If (ac 
our Saviour meant to rebuke his mother 
for interfering upon this occaſion,” and; to 

_ aſſert  ** Zhat: the ſeaſon for his. publick | 
miniſiry in that country was not yet come,” 
how came he O perform the miracle 
afterwards at this very feaſt ? and accord» 
ing to theſe interpreters immediately ; Or 
how came Mary to order the ſervants to 
obey him, i in 8 ROE, he might bid them 


do * b of 
1 8 — pet A. 6 Ef 4 


r to return. to 1 ae. 5 1 


Tux Wers fix. veſſels in * room, 
| (which were uſed for the purification of 
the Jews) ſo exceedingly large, that upon 
the loweſt computation. they would con- 
tain fifty gallons. each, and according to 
ſome computations more than double that 

quantity. Jeſus then ſome time after. Ma- 
ry's requeſt to bin and her order to the 
55 ſervants, 
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ſervants, and probably upon the cloſe of 
the laſt day of the feaſt, bade the ſervants 
fill theſe veſſels with water. They im- 
mediately obeyed his commands, and 
filled the veſſels with water to the brim. 
He thea converted all the water in them 
into wine, and ordered the ſervants to 
take Ome of it and to carry it to the 
perſon who ſate in thonppermoſt ſeat at 


. che entertainment. 


Tur this Abe ae hom | 
Ry gag latter end of the feaſt ſeems 
very evident. For 1ſt. It is in the high- 
eſt degree improbable, that the bride- 
groom ſhould not provide ſuch a quantity 
of wine as he thought would have been 
ſufficient, and as was indeed neariy ſuffici- 
ent, though by the arrival of more gueſts 


than were expected, it was not altogether 


ſo. 2dly. Becauſe, ſome interpreters have 
made it very probable, that our Saviour 
did net go to the feaſt . fill the third day 

las e the firſt words of the 
: chapter 


. | A” a 


Wat m that manner, not as TY 
Interpreters do, „the third day after he 
left John, or the beg third day after he 
came into Galilee.” 5 IE then this were | 
the caſe, Mary (it is plain) could not : 
requeſt, Jeſus to perform the miracle = 
the third day at Leal, and it is not pro | 
bable that 708 did it 10 early, becauſe it is 
not likely that the wine ſhould be almoſt 
| exhauſted ſo ſoon. But. we have ſhewn, 

that the miracle was not performed till 
3 time after the requeſt Was made, 
far that our Saviour refuſed to do it then, 
becauſe, it was! nat het à proper "time 3 
chuſing no doubt (for the clearer mani- 
feſtation of the miracle) to wait till the 
wine was entirely exhauſted. It clearly 
follows therefore, that as the feaſt laſted 
but ſeven days, the miracle could not be 
performed” till towards the concluſion of 
£7 The: Evangeliſt's not partienlariſing 
the time, is, as I have obſerved, no ob- 
jeQion' to this interpretation.” ; And f ina 


deed 
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deed he is ſo e conciſe in his 
narration, he daes not direciqy tell us 
"when the ſervants had filled the veſſels, 
that Jeſus turned the Water in them into 
wine; but to avoid repetition, mentions 
it only incidentally, in oP pu * bs | 
Ta: af A tranſaction, - 11 Erect 


"Warn the chief date bad 9 
OY. wine, (ho knew nothing of the 
miracle though the ſervants did) he called 
to the bridegroom and faid to him, «Tt 
* the cuſtom with every one elſe. upon 
40 theſe qccaſions, to bring forth the 
10 better kind of wine on the firſt days 
3 of tbe feaſt, (rperer) and when the gueſts 
hape drunken Several days, i. e. when 
te the entertainment hqve continued 2 
1 vera days, (5dvoles:) they bring forth 
« a. more indifferent ſort, but you have 
« kept the better kind even until now, 


56 i. e. till the canclufion of 1 the Hal, 


wh apy! ſenſe hel: is here given to the 
word. (Arbor her.) evidently appears from 
Ms 


. 


\ 
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the whole of the context; to be the true 


one, and not that which is expreſſed in 


the Latin Vulgate, . inebriati ſunt, nor 


that of Beza, e eee nor that 


in our Engliſh verfion © . wel drunk.” 
For it is manifeſt, 4 7p#r).can not mean 


here, when' it is applied to a feaſt of ſo 


long a continuance, merely, the /ir/t hours, 


nor even the 22 day, but the fr/f days of 


the feaſt, as we mean by the nr | 


of a week, Sunday, Monday, and Tue 


| day. And the words orey leb ve hei, being 


manifeſtly put in oppoſition t to Tpwroy, can 


not mean merely « when they have drunk- 
en much,” which when confined to a 


ſmall face of time implics excels, but 
Uh - when they have conſumed much wine,” 

becauſe the feaſt had continued ſeveral 
days; though each perſon, every "day, 
might drink vety "moderately. And there- 
fore it is plain, theſe. words in this place 
do not by any means imply, what we 


. 


term in our language * excgſ, but only 
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ſignify, the largeneſt of the yore _ 
length 4 tine. 


Bur for the want 5 interpreters. con- 
aeg this diſcourſe and action of our 
Saviour at the marriage feaſt, as happen- 
ing on 4 ferent days; and for want, of 
their perceiving that the miracle * s perz 
formed towards the concluſon of the | 
feaſt, they have miſtaken the ſenſe of the 
word eur, and. really conveyed by 
it the idea of intoxication. Though our 
Engliſh tranſlators | have endeavoured to 
obſcure that idea, by ſoftening. the expreſ- 
ſion as much as poſſible. 


| ) 


Ix is no wonder then, Infidels have 
ſuppoſed, that the perſons at 25h feaſt 
were in à Nate of intoxication, as the 
perſon who firſt taſted the wine told the 
bridegroom, that he did differently from 
every one elſe, who brought out their beſt 
wine at firſt, and the worſt, when the 
gueſts were intoxicated ; whereas, he had 
1 I 3 kept 
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kept his, even tall that. time. If we ake 
the word in that ſenſe, it is in vain to 
urge, that though gueſts might drink to 
exceſs at other marriage feaſts, yet i it does 
not follow, that they did at this. For if 
the gueſts were not at this, in the ſame 
ſtate, as thoſe at other feaſts, how could 
the inſtance be appoſite, to point out the 
diference' in the conduct of this, from 
that of other bridegrooms. The above 
notion then having taken pofſeflion of the 
imagination of . it is no wonder, 
that they not only 0 bjected to our Savi- 
our's preſence at uch a feaſt, but like 

wiſe to his miraculous production of an 
amazing. addition of wine, which could 
ſeem to them to ſerye no other end than 
that of cantinuing a ;ſtate of Intoxication, | 


Bur if by the light in Which I have 
placed this tranſaction, it ſhould appear 
to others, that the word neh be he, "ought 
to be taken in the ſenſe in Which 1 have 


interpreted. "Ie" muſt! "Likewiſe appear 
* 


©; 7 
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equally manifeſt, that all the objections 
of Infidels immediately vaniſſi before it. 
That cven the quantity produced upon 
this occaſion, which Infidels have ſo fre- 
quently ridiculed, and which all the in- 
terpreters before the judicious * Mack- 


| might bow, as conftantly laboured to dimi- 


niſh, is, fo far from being an objection 
to, that At. is» a conyincing proof of the 
divine miſſion of our Saviour. For 2 
thing but fo large A quantity could have 


removed all ſuſpi picion of deception in the 


cafe, Further, both from the time at 


Which this miracle was performed, viz. at 
the concluſion of the feaſt, and from the 


abundance of the wine which was pro- 


duced, it is evident, that the ſupply could 
not be intended to be conſumed at that 
entertainment; but that it could be de- 


. igned for no other purpoſe, than to give 
an unqueſtionable Proof of our Saviour's x 


V 


Dodd by war a . 
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See Macknight s tial Harmoyy, 27 the Goſpel or 
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miraculous powers to thoſe who + oo | 
Preſent at the feaſt, and to afford a laſts 
ing” atteſtation ef it to thoſe: who might 
make an r berg into it when the feaſt 
Was eee 9412 ssen Hiasug 


LOS. 45 2 us 


F bh. Jam to point out 4 rev which 
in the tranſlation. contains an affirmation, 


or more properly a denunciation, . . 17 
inconfiens with the attributes 15 God. FS 


$46 ir 41 


" Mark xvi, 16. SE. 


. og 1 8 is 29 ne —_ 
be. e 151 be. that (leon Baſs FO” 


Orac ernst, rio ores: - hel Js 


At 


Ten _ 3 3 the tranſ- 
lation of the facred ſcriptures. with the 
original, muſt frequently have / obſerved, 
that the want of attention to a ſeemingly 
very minute circumſtance, occaſions the. 


moſt rr ny difference in the ſenſe. 
c Whether 
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| Whether > Greek partiele which may in 
general: be tranſlated as conjunctively, or 
ditjunitively, or another, which may in 
general be rendered as illative or expletive; 
ſhould in a particular place take the for- 
mer or latter ſignification, or whether 
future tenſe ſhould be characteriſed: by the 
ſign * fall” or will; upon theſe mi- 
nute circumſtances ſometimes depend the 
eſtabliſhment or downfall of 2 whole eck. 
Of the laſt of theſe circumſtances; we 
have a moſt ſtriking inſtance in the me- 
morable paſſage juſt quoted. A text, 
which merely from the tranſlation, has 
not a little contributed to the ſupport 
the moſt groundleſs of all doctrines, that 
for yalTH alone God has determined to 
fave us, and that for the want of it he 
has determined to condemn us. Where- 
as belief is evidently, An in voluntary aſ- 
ſent of the mind to a propoſition ap- 
pearing probable. To ſuppoſe therefore, 
1 ga will | inflict eternal Mi 
14 upon 


* 


upon a man for not believi or 
number of propoſitions, which after all the 
enquiry he can make does not appear to 
him to be true; or, that he will reward 
him with eternal happineſs, merely for 
believing a propoſition; from which he 
has it not in his power to withbld: his aſ- 
| ſent, is a doctrine which afffonts man's 
reaſan, and depreciates God's goodneſs. 
The Deity has given us faculties: for the 
inveſtigation of truth, and we may there- 
fore ſafely reſt aſſured; that to uſe them 
for the purpoſes for which: they were 
given, can never be diſpleaſing to him, 
nor inconſiſteirt with our happineſs. There 
can never | be any merit in believing any 
particular doctrines, or the truth of the 
ſacred ſcriptures-in general;z; the only me- 
rit we can be entitled to from our belief; 
is in reſolutely perſiſting to avow dur faith 
in Chriſt, and in ſuch doctrines, às after 
an impartial examination we deem to be 
his, in defiance of all temporal pains. or 
Ait. > | Fo dangers 


= 
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from loſs of fame, power; riches, 


or Wie itlelf, But though theſe ſen- 
timents are ſo obvious, that an apology | 
for the mention of them would be neceſ- 


fary,; were: they not at the ſame time ſo 
5rtant; that they can not be too 


frequently inculcated, nor too ſtrongly 


remembered ; yet notwithſtanding this, 
they are frequently forgotten by the in- 


terpretets of the ſacred writings, and an 


involuntary aſſent of the mind is often 
made by them the only. condition of ſal- 
vation. Whereas on the contrary, ſome 
very eminent divines as Clanł and Sher 

beet, to avoid the dangerous conſequences 


of that poſition, have run into the can- 
trary extreme concerning faith; which is 


as irreconcileable with the language of 


fcripture, as the other is both with ſcrip- 


ture and reaſon. For they maintain, that 


only means a faith which is alwƷays accom- 


panied with obedience and ge 
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33 ate we to ſay to theſe words, 
&« Moſoe ver ' believeth and is baptized, 
ſhall *be ſaved; whoſoever © believeth not, 
ſhall be damned. Is it not evident, that 
our Saviour here ſpeaks only of chat firſt 
degree of faith, the belief of his divine 
miſſion, which is only the firſt requiſite 
for a man's reception of the goſpel, for 
his converſion to chriſtianity, and for his 
entrance into that profeſſion by baptiſm. 
Many other paſſages - muſt likewiſe occur 
to every reader much verſed in the New 
Teſtament,, where ſalvation is attributed 
to this firſt degree of faith, which ſeems 
to have no reference but to the under- 
ſanding. How then (it may be aſked) | 
are we to reconcile theſe ſeeming contra- 

dictions between ſcripture and reaſon? 
For we have maintained, that ſalvation 
is in the former attributed to the firſt 
degree of faith; and that it is directly 
repugnant to the latter, that God ſhould 
have a fixed determination to fave al who 
in 
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in that ſenſe may be ſaid to believe, and 
to condemn all and in that ſenſe may be 
ſaid to diſbelieve, without having reſpect 
to their ignorance whether it be voluntary 
or involuntary, or to their conduct whe- 
ther it be virtuous or vicious. If howe- 
ver we be but as candid in interpreting 
one part of ſcripture by another, or one 
of God's revelations by REASON, . with 
the other by the GosPEr, as we ſhould 
be in interpreting one part of an human 
6 performance by another part, theſe ſeem- 
ing inconſiſtencies will become entirely 
conſiſtent. For then it becomes evident, 
that if in ſome parts of ſcripture,” ſalva- 
tion is by the death of Chriſt attributed 
to mere belief in his miſſion, 'it can not 
be meant, that faith alone is ſufficient 
to ſave us, but only, as that of which 
good works (the performance of which 
is evidently from other parts of ſeripture 
a condition of ſalvation) are for the moſt 
| part the natural conſequences. Faith 
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then may very properly be ſaid to ſave us, 
juſt as we ſay, temperance , makes „ Us 
healthy, learning wiſe, or riches power-; 

ful. Not that any one will, from hence. 
be 10 abſurd as to ſuppoſe, that, tempe- 
rance is ſe eperable, from health, leatning 
from wiſdom, nor \Fiches - from power, 
no. more certainly is faith from good 
works. But as the former of theſe are 
in general the meant to the latter, they 
may with great propriety be ſaid to give 
them to us with ail their concumitantr. | 
If therefore the text, which has given 
occaſion: to theſe! al uiaus reflections, had 
been tranſlated as it might, with only 
this ſeemingly trifling alteration, He 
wha beheveth and it . baptized "WIL L: I 
ſaved, be who believeth not WILL: be: 
damned, or, condemned, there had then 
never been any difficulty in the paſſage, 
as it would only have implied, that the 
natural or- general conſequences of a be- 
lief in Chriſt, is Jalyation, of diſpelief. 
cgudnnation. 


dam MIS-TRANSLATIONS. 225 


I have hitherto indeed ſuppoſed with 
becher Interpreters, that this ſentence re- 
lates to al chriftians. in all. age; and 
even upon that: ſuppoſition have ſhown 
its oonſiſteney with the attributes of God. 
But if we ſuppoſe it to have reference 
only to the perſons converted by the 
Apoſtles themſelves, or at leaf} to thoſe 
converted in the fir/# ages of chriſtiani- 
ty, this paſſage has then peculiar force. 
But that 75. ſuppoſition is the frus one 
is evident from the next verſe; where it 
is ſaid, that thoſe who believe /hall work 
miracles : and that upon this ſuppoſition, 
' this ſentence has peculiar force, muſt be 
manifeſt to every reader, Por thoſe who 
had the evidence of Chriſt's miſſion laid 
before them by the Apoſtles themſelves, 
and confirmed by their power of working 
miracles, could ſcarcely reject it but from 
disfinclination to the duties it required. 
And thoſe who at that time embraced 

chriſtianity, 
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ehriſtianity, in Ae of all the hardſhips 
and perſecutions they were then | obliged 


to ſuffer, ' muſt have ſubdued every incli- 


nation which” Was n with: the 


17 
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CHRIS T's Temptation. 


ö _— itaque, cum Doctor virtutis ad Homines 
mitteretur, utique ut Doctrina ejus perfecta eſſet, & 
decere & facere debuerat. Sed ſi corpus hominis non 
induiſſet, non poſſet facere quæ docebat, id eſt, non 
iraſci non cupere Divitias, non Libidine inflammari, 
Dolorem non timere, Mortem contemnere. Hæc 
| ſunt utique Virtutes, ſed fieri ſine Carne non poſſunt. 
Ergo ideo incorporatus eſt, ut, cum vincenda eſſe Car- 
nis Deſideria doceret, ipſe faceret prior, ne quis Excu- 
ſationem de Carnis Fragilitate prætenderet. | 
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N io ace; ito a 4 ait 
ſertation, 1 had occaſion to obſerve, that 
interpreters ſometimes" ſuffer the feeble 


powers of imagination to uſurp the ſacred 
ſeat of reaſon. *® Happy would it be, if 
the inſtance there produced was the only 
But un- 


one Which could be alledged. 


fortunately for religion, the ſame error 
frequently ariſes from the ſuppoſition of 


Vislons never ſeen, and of ALLEGORIES 
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never meant. Where there does not im- 
mediately occur any obvious ſolution of 
difficulties, which attend a _ paſſage con- 
ſidered® as à relation of a real tranſaction, 
many commentators immediately fly for 
refuge to one of theſe” fuppoſitions;and 
9 followers acquieſcing in the imagi- 
nary ſolution of a fact, neglect all further 


inveſtigation LY the Fas one. 


TEIS mods JEM interpretation, 5 
chiefly to owe its origin, to a want of 
<<bnſideration- of the meaſures; of proba- 
bility, relative to a fact recorded i in a %. 
vin“ + revelation. The book: of nature if 
"property attended to, inſtructs us in the 
ordinary method of God's agency. The 
Volume of revelation opens & ſcene of won- 
ders ito. one verſed only in the works of 
nature, inforins him of the existence of 
(beings; which neither ſenſe can per cerve,. 
nor regſon diſaower, and inſtructs him i in 
the effects of God's: extraordinary admi- 
niſtration. When therefore we are in- 

terpreting 


19 


On CHI R 18 T's Temptation. 8431 


ere ſacred ſeriptures, we ought 
. to keep, in remembrance, .. that we 


4 


ave. wo. dif ferent meaſures of probability, 
" applicable. to {wo d liferent Jpecies. of - facts. 
38 Tf a1 A jon be related i in them, AS; Oecur- 
king accor ing to God 8 ordinary admini- 
tration, we muſt Judg e of the probability 
"of it from” What we 5 learned df his 
© works by Confülting "the laws of nature; 
and thicaebe its probal ality , from the 
analogy, it bears 8 to thoſe Laws. If any 
. thing "be Werde, as happening | in an 
Sener Gade, E e effect be not 
in itſelf Iinpoffible, and che cauſe alligned 


"be equal. 0 the produdtion, | of. it, then, | 


r 


* 


N 'of Pihl learned from the works | 


of n | ature, yet it is | evident it admits of 
2 a, AL | ; 
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TR us, for age | ſhould we find in 


an author a relation of a Jerpent' s Hpeak- 
"mg; and enticing a perſon to do evil; this 


"is an event 8 diametrically oppolite | to | 
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. 


every thing we have learhed fr rom the 
book of nature, that we mould ſu ppoſe | 
the author was either deceived himſelf, 
or intended to deceive us. But, if we 
had indiſputable proof, that neither of 
th eſe was the caſe, we might "perhaps be 
ready to have recourſe to any other ſup- 
poſition, rather than to ſuppoſe it the re- 
lation of a real tranſaction. Whereas if 


we found ſuch a narration in 2 work, 


Which contained many indiſputable proofs 
of an extraordinary adminiſtration of God, 
and agency of other ſpirits 3 and it Was 
moreover intimated to us, that it was an 
"evil. being who. upon this occaſion (by the 
_ permiſſion of God). aſſumed the ſhape. o of © 
a a ſerpent ; though many difficulties might 
24, de concerning the nature and . 
fice of evil ſpirits, yet it is evident, the 
fact related, would be within the bounds 
of probability. For the cauſe. afigned i is 


egual to the effect. produced. 80 again, 


ſhould we find an account of a divine 
perſon $ being retired j in a deſert, of an evil 
| ſpirit $ 


2 
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ſpirit 8 standing before him in ſome viſible 
form (though we are not told what form) 
and endeavouring to induce him to con- 
vert his miraculous powers to the evil 


and deſtruction of mankind, inſtead of 
to their benefit and inſtruction. Impro- 


bable, as all theſe circumſtances would 


appear to us, if we had a knowledge only | 


of the common courſe. of nature, and of 


ſuch beings and events as ſenſe and rea- 


ſon can diſcover; yet, if we have indiſ- 
putable proof, that ſuch a perſon did per- 
form miracles, that ſuch a ſpirit does ex · 


iſt, and that God's permiſſion of ſuch an 


appearance and ſuch a temptation might 
anſwer any wiſe purpoſes, the event be- 
comes probable; and there is no neceſſity 
for the ſuppoſition, that the narration was 
intended as deſcriptive of a viſionary, not 
a real temptation. And indeed, if the 
ſuppoſition of the reality of this tranſac- 
tion is to be rejected, on account of the 
er of it with che uſual courſe 
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Dal ch 
of nature; ; "then, for the ie: reaſon. ig 
the ſuppoſition of a vi/hon. 1 For the pro 
bability of the pero no more than of the, 


former, can be vindicated from, the know 
ledge. we acquire of the operations of 9, 
n the book of nature, but from wha 
we learn of his Works in other parts 01 
the volume of” revelation. But if a narra- 
tion could not be deemed Hignificative of 


a real tranſaction, on account of its incon- 
Aﬀteney even with the" other parts 0 eve 
lation; bis clone, ſeems to, be byr no means 
ſufficient to juſtify” the ſuppoſition of it its 
being the deſcription of a * vo. ona one. 
For what is there more to determine it 
to be wojfonary, than at legoric ical, of " ropical.” 
And indeed to "ſuppoſe, that © An inſpired 
writer, would relate 4 tranfaction EAR 
paſſed"in a viſion, without either an expreſs 
declaration,” or fa leaſt an in finution of it, 
by the uſe of ſuch a form e words, as have 
been appropriated 1 himſelf or others to 
the agſcription of al: ion, is, to ſuppoſe 
him to make ſo ſtrange a confuſion be- 


bs | 1 tween 
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tween vßſons and realities, as Irons to . 
| inconſiſtent with hls e > foal 5s 


* „ 22 GS 


Tuer, there. are indeed figurative. ex- 
| preflions' uſed by the ſacred. as well as by 
all other writers, without any declaration” 


that they are to be taken figuratively, 1 there” 
is no doubt. Thus, | "God 15 aid to N 


with eyes, to hear with ears, and to execure 


with hands. Jeſus, calls. Lum If. 4 vine, 4 


Sw 1 


door, a. ſhepherd. He calls the Bread he 


cat at bis laſt ſupper . bis body, and the wine 
he drank his blood. And as ſuch Mus ae 


4 bf £7 's 


tive or. metapborical expreſſio ons are Common 
in all v Writings, they require no explana- 
tion... But there is great difference in 
{ubſtituting a figurative for à literal 6x- 

preſſion, and deſcribing. a viſt onary. as” 4 Yeal 
tranſattion. * For It che words in both 
caſes, are to be called "figurative, yet it is 


evident, that there being no neceffity” for 


an explanation of the former, does not 
evince the ſame of the latter. For, the 
one, is an n and common mode of figu- 
a K 45. 4 ratiye 
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rative ſpeech,” che other, if a figure at all, 
is at leaſt a very unuſual and ancommon 
one. Beſides, the words, ſeeing, and Bear- 
ing, Ge. as ſignificative of a viſion, are not 
{ed figuratively, but properly. For the 
ifference between a perſon who has a vi 
fon, or who ſees i in a ſupernaturgl manner, 
and one who has no vi Hon, or who ſees in 
the ordinary manner, is not, that the one 
only fancies, he ſees, and the other has 
real Senſations of Agi but it is this, that | 
the one has, real ſenſations of fight, BUT 
WITHOUT the correſpondent ideas of” touch 3 
and the other has, real ſenſations of fight. 
WITH thoſe correſpondent ideas. As there» 
fore, to relate a viſion without expreſs i in- 

timation of its being ſuch, would SO 
ſo great a confuſion i in the interpretation of 
the ſacred writings, as muſt be inconſiſt· 
ent with the intention of an inſpired Wri- 
ter, we may (I e eſtabliſh. it as a 
GBNERAL RUuI I, 


. E 


Tur, ng narration in hs n ere 
tures, is to be deemed à relation of a viſion, 
| unleſs 
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9 


UN L E 88 there be an Wy: intimation that | 


it was fo Intended. 


_ THERE is Re TR of expreſſion, 
dot peculiar to the ſacred writings, but 


eommon to all others, in which, properly | 


and accurately to underſtand a. paſſage, we 


_ muſt depart ſome what from tl the Jiri? and 


| literal b of the words. 


War I mean, is this. When. HR 
ing is ſaid to perform this, or to execute 
that, and yet it is evident, he is not in 
ſtrictneſs of ſpeech the real performer of 


it; but is faid to do it only as the medtate 


not the immediate cauſe, A mode of ex- 


= preſſion, which is totally diſtin& from that 
figure in rhetorice which is called the 


PROSOPOP.EIA, but with which it is of- 
ten confounded. For the latter conſiſts, 
in ſpeaking of THINGS, QUALITIES, and 
ATTRIBUTES, a. PERSONS and AGENTS. 
The Former only attributes ACTIONS to 


ms BRINGS, and ARENTS, of which » £ 
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1 obſerved before) they are the b MARx, 
3 not the IMMEDIATE CELLS 4 


Dn. "far. inſtance. . | If we b com- 
ae? , to be Subjett t. to the higher feuer, ; 
becauſe they be ORDAINED oF G05. 
there is no perſon ſurely. ſo weak as to ſup- 
poſe, that God immediately appoints Parti. 
cular governors for particular Rates} but 
only mediately, in his general adminiſtration 
of the world by the intervention of man. 
Or, if it ſhould be ſaid, that an evil ſpirit 
(through the permiſſion of God) brings 
deftruftion upon a nation. — no perſon ſure- 
ty would ſuppoſe that he does it as the 
immediate cauſe, but only nal thre” 
the evil n of mankind. W BET 


17 again, we ſhould be en reve- 
lation, that God at firſt endowed our ſouls 
with virtuous diſpoſitions, but, that with his 
permiſſion an evil ſpirit afterwards corrupt. 
ed them, and that our good thoughts are the 


ell, of that original endowment, and our 
| 8 evil 


On CHRIST Temptation © 13 


evil ones of that ſubſequent corriptiam; NN 
is: manifeſt, when the irſt occur, we may 
be ſaid to be wnuer the giudance of God, 
when the Jaſt ariſe, we may: de be 
under. the 3 of au "I" Jas, 

»d yer SWX 

LAST *. Suppe, we l 
Ro revelation, that God ſometimes fuggeſts 
to our minds hον%εε, which if properly 
attended to n may be Productive of virtuous 
attions 3 ; or motives, which may 1 "induce us 
to act in fuch 4 manner as to. avoid ſome 
niefortune, which would other W iſe have be-. 
fallen s. Suppoſe lkewiſe, we are taught 
by t the fame. revelation, that an evil ſpirit, 
has (under certain 1 n 


PET TIRES: 


| vicious "attions ; z or - motives to ps us to . | 
act! in ſuch a manner as to bring. upon us 
ſome mitfortune which. we ſhould orm iſe 
have avoided. Upon theſe ſuppoſitions, 

it 15 A that God. may only by the 
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common figure of ſpeech called a metaphor, 
be ſaid, to ſpeak to us and to lead us in the 
one caſe, and an evil pirit may be ſaid to 
do the ſame in the other, with as nucb 

propriety according to the common analagy 
| of language, as the ſame words may be 


uſed, to denote the ves: 8 arrea * 
one perſon to another. 


Tursz premiſes, if — attended 
to, will lead to the true underſtanding and 
right interpretation of the account, Which 
the Evangeliſts have given us of Cbriſt $ 
temptation. A tranſaction, perhaps the 
leaſt underſtood of any relative to our Sa- 
viour, and yet perhaps the moſt important 
of any to his followers. For if we, who. 
muſt be ſenſible of the many trials and 
temptations with which we are aſſailed, 
reflect, that human nature has reſiſted them 
all, it will add ſtrength to our virtue, and 
relieve us from de eſpair. Again, if we 
conſider, that the great leader of our fal-. 
vation was not free from human inks, 

N 8 but 
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but experienced, all the trials and tempta- 


Te 32 © 4 


tions of humanity, it will make us. more 


ſenſible of the imbecility of our nature, 


and e us from Pr , . 


_ 
9 ry 
4 * * 5 


SECTION * 


THE. fuppoftions of a ein, . of 
"= Fer ſonal appearance of Satan, refuted. 


Tux generally received opinions of this 
tranſaction Are, either, that the tempta- 


tion paſſed i in a v1s10N only, or, that it was 
-propoſed by SATAN under ſome vis1BLE 


APPEARANCE. Again. The ſuppoſition 
of a'vision'is of TWwOo kIN DS. Diving 
and DiARBOLICAT. Some ſuppoſing the 

' VISION. to have been excited by Gov, 

others, . Satan. 1 


* proving, that neither of chess * 
cheſen ban be admitted, I ſhall entirely 


: rr albfuch arguments, as may be dedu- 


d- from the common laws of nature a- 
Lat theſe ſuppoſitions. A mode of ra- 


tiocination 
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5 0 ” 1% 


LFETIAS &-3 & a th * . 


tiocination Of which, ſome ho maintain the 


Toe Ld 20% i! & & Gabe 


' bypotheſis of : a vin Jon, Have employed a- 
Nia 

J gainſt 7, that of the peffonal appearance of 

Satan. WI hich, s gh it could deſtroy. the 

one ſuppoſition,” would likewiſe deſtroy the 

ot ber; though it does not in realty affect 


either. But I (hall deduce the arguments, 


First. From the "imconfifency of theſe 
nee with the NATURE er TEP 
W Gos thovieuan gl T 
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 Thirdly., From heir inconſiſteuey with 
hs NARRATION'OF THIS TRANSACTION 


Nag 


Tr nde oval cn onen f 
| nico. 
S Troucn both the By pothekes of a vi- 


aan and the perſonal appearance f Satan 
have. been maintained by able writers, and 
- have been often applied by them torthe 

e of the difficultics attending our 
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7 
S v4 


DSaviour's temptation, —yet, that neither of 
them can be rendered conſiſtent with the 
nature of A temptation, may be proved, by 
vl: ſhort and obvious arguments. 


In” reſpect to the former 3 
whether the viſion be imagined to be 4j- 
vine or di 100606 —_ anne nene 
_ be urged. * Mic * 


88 K. Saviour ing the viſion, "either 
* D retain the Full exerciſe of the Powers of 
'bis under Randing, or, he DID NOT. If he 
915 NOT, Then, it is evident, chere could 
be » 20 temptation i nor trial of his virtue, Be- 
cauſe, be had nat the proper Capacity 7⁰ 
chooſe 'the good, nor refuſe the evil. © If, he 


DID, Zhen, it could be 79 real trial nor 


temptation, 4ecauſe,, he muſt at that time 


Have Rnown it to be only wifonary. . 


1809 42555 "Indeed: 8 principal hitler of 
this hypotbels, ſeeihs Himſelf” to be aware, 


1 Ws FE 


* 8 "Farmer's En wir n I wc. he has defe1 Jed ih 
h otheſis of a + e r e with all the plabbility, 


Which the ſuppoſition would admit. of 
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of KY inconfiſtency 'of the nature of a 
von, with that of a temptation.” For he 
fſays, Should it appear doubtful to any, 
« whether the ſeveral ſcenes of this viſion 
« were probationary in their nature, and 
« anſwered the end of a: preſent trial: this, 
"<< will not affect what is urged in ſupport 
«© of their being a prediction and prefigura- 
* tion of Chriſt's future trials; which is 

«© here aſſerted to be their immediate and 
9 proper intention. And one reaſon this 
writer aſſigns for this TYPICAL sUrost- 
ION ig,. that unlſi we Suppoſe this, we 
« muſt. INTERPRET THIS VISION in a 
% DIFFERENT. MANNER from 4 ALL ornzs 
n e 3; 


Bor if, as this writer: r himſelf confalſes, : 
| that Tus. it le @ von, ouonr NOT 
to be interpreted in a different manner from 
all others ; then, ſurely, it is a Pao that 
THIS was NO VISION, becauſe, it muſt ne- 


ceſſarily be confidered as a TEMPTATION. 


| H Dich i rs to INTERPRET: TT in a bir rER- 
| ENT 
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287-20 AbER from ALL OTHER. VISIONS, ., 


w "relpe& to the other ſuppoſition of the 


perſonal appearance of Satan, though this 
Wo: not admit of Jo « 75 a Proof of its 


+ © v 


yer Ea may 1 7 rol be : very probate | 


at leaft, from. the following c: conliderations. 


Tur word, temptation,” admits of theſs 


three different fignifications. It ſometimes 
only means a an examination of any one. 
Sometimes; à trial of a perſon's diſpoſition. 
And ſometimes, a trial with defign to en- 


fare, or to induce a perſon to commit fon.) 
A temptation” in the laſt! ſenſe, may be 


made in two different ways. One is, when 


the ternpter only Juggeſts to the mind, the 
pleaſure or advantage, which naturally ac; 


etues to the per ſon from the commiſſion f 
the evil propoſed. And in this caſe; if the | 


tempter be an eyil ſpirit, it ſeems neceſſa- 
rily to imply, only ſome imperceptible ac- 
. tion of his upon the mind, not, his perſonal 
7 8 . 
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appearance. The n 18, when the temp= 
ter to induce a perſon. to commit fin for 
his . advantage, offers to procure likewiſe | 
for the perſon tempted, ſore ſingular be= 
nefit which it is not in the oer of the 
perſon to obtain for himſelf, or at leaſt, 
Which he did not before 155 to be in his. 
power. And if the tempter be an evil 
ſpirit, this mode of temptation ſeems ne- 
eeffarily to imply a perſonal appearance. 
And on the contrary, a perſonal appearance 
temptation. If then, theſe poſitions be 
true, Chriſt's temptation is inconſhſtient 
with the ſuppoſition of the perſonal, appear 
ance , Satan. For no advantage was of- 
fered to our Saviour to induce him to com · 
Phy with the temptation, but what he was 
alle, and muſt gia he was RH to wn 
cure for himſelf. 907070 15 


302 T, even rp hels KEN 
to be conftent with the nature of 4 temps 


| Mets 3 . this 8 incon- ö 
ſiſtent with OTHER PARTS of SCRIPTURE, 
RELATIVE Anden. v 


Hirt. Whatever may be vt & of the 
hypotheſes © Jof the Perſonal, appearance of 
Satan, and of a DIABOLICAL viſion, the 
ſuppoſition of a Divixk viſion at Teaft, 
ſeems: to be. ditectly repugnant to a very 
plain text in the ſacred. writings, For in 
this temptation, there were certainly en- 
deavours uſed, to induce our Saviour to 
commit ſin. And upon the ſuppoſition of 
a;/DIVINE viſion, Gop was the perſon who: 
uſed theſe endeavours, i. e. Gop was the! 
TEMPTER. But St. James plainly de- 
clares, that in this yo e "FOWINS! 
No-MAlo $i ns 2 „ 


Secondiy. All theſe Wee > in- 
conſiſtent with another paſſage in the New 
Teſtament. For in the elle to the He- 
AE wn Apoſtle" tells us, IE GO 


Rd A NA } * 
_ 


$6 5 N * Ci i, v. 15. 
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$ 


; inconfifiency with the latter. 
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10 db in all points renpted Me ut wwe art, 
rar Taye xdd obi TT, in all things n like 
manner. But, upon the ' fuppoſition of a 
VISION, or of the PERSONAL APPEARANCE 
of Satan, he was ſo far from being tus 
tempted, that he was not e in ANY, 
manner like at we a. are. 5 1 


* 8 * 7 er * 2 > 
F- 55 3 + $ + * Terry 


Bu r, even granting chat dieſe Hypotheſes 
are conſſtent with the nature f 4 tempta- 
tion; granting that they are not repugnant 


to other parts of ſeripture relative to temp- 


tations. Vet it is evident, if theſe ſuppoſi- * 
tions can not be rendered conſiſtent with 
the Evangeliſt's N ARR AT ION ef THIS 


 TRANSACT10N, notwithſtanding their con- 


ſiſtency with the two former poſitions, they- 
can not be admitted on account of their 


* 8 


ls reſpect to the-foppabaion bao a VISION, | 
we. have proved in the foregoing ſection, 


that to make this conſiſtent with the Evan 


gel it's narration of Chriſt 8 en, „ 
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muſt be ſhown, that there are ſome words 
in the narration, which either expreſcly'de> 


dare it, or, plainly intimate it. And this 


indeed Mr. FAR MR in his eſſay on this 
ſubject has attempted. For, it being ſaid, 


that «© Feſur was LED BY THE SPIRIT in- 


fo the Wilderneſs", he has endeayoured to 
| ſhow, that this is the common expreſſion 
uſed in l to denote-a ee 8 — 
4 8 


Bur, when St. Paul tells the 838 


that as many as are led (ap rei) by the... 


ſpirit of God, are the ſons of God”, can he 
be ſuppoſed to mean that as many as ſee 
V1 irons are the ſons of God? And when he 
tells the Galations, 4 5 F ye be led (ant 
2 the ſt ſpirit, ye are not under the law” „ 
can we ſuppoſe that he means here and in 
numberleſs other ſimilar paſſages, that if 


ye ſee v „Mone, ye are not under the law. 
And this ſuppoſition, that being /ed by : 


toe eas means. the « © ſeeing a v es is 
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not only thus inconſiſtent with the whole 

tenor of the ſcriptural writers expreſſions 

in the New Teſtament, but is likewiſe not 
 agrecable to the phraſes. of the old. For 
there is not an inſtance, Which this writer 
produces, to prove that they are nonimous 
expreſſions, in which they are not Both uſed; 
one anly excepted, which can not be admit- 
ted as a proof, becauſe it is moſe than du- 
bious whether that E 18 e of 


E "Nihon. 


my N 
. e 


* cc T1 he Fas +5 the Lord fell uy 1 
ne, the ſpirit lift me up between: the earth 
and heaven, and braught me in the wifans of 
God to Feruſalem.” * gain.” ee The ſpirit 
lift him up and brought him,” d which only 
relates to what Had been 195 — declared to 
be Aa V ifion. | Again. bo The Spirit, took me. 
up and brought me in_ won by the ſpirit 
of God into Chaldaa.” ”e. Again. « [n the. 
viſions of God brought he me into. the land of 
Hael. * Now if theſe paſſages prove any 


a Eck. viii, 1. bi . xi, 24. d xl, 1. 


thing, 
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thing, it muſt ſurely. not be for, but againſt 
this writer's poſition. | For they evince, 
that the expreſſion ** fo be led by the ſpirit? 
does not alone ſignify the ſeeing a viſion. 
Becaufe, i it did, thie inſpired writer would 
not have uſed the tautology 755 * "a a _ 


by the 8 in 4 vifion.” EN” 


Tun only paſſage, which ** writer 
mentions, as deſcriptive of a viſion, which 
is not poſitively affirmed to be ſach, is "the 
following. The hand of the Lord was 
upon me, and carried me out in the ſpirit of 
the Lord, and ſate me down in the midſt of 
the valley which was full of bones.” * But 
granting, as this writer aſſerts, that what 
follows is nothing more than the narrative 
of a viſion, which may be denied ; Vet! it 
by no means follows that chic part is de- 
ſeriptive of one. And therefore this wri- 
ter's argument amounts only to this ſo- 
Phiſm. That becauſe the WARE; « 5 


7 K 


211 L 4 4 2 * 1 1 
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be Jed by the "od in 4 won, 575 ſignificss 
tive of a perſon's having a viſion ; there: 
fore, the words 70 be led by. the ſpirit, are 
2oben alone, declaratory of the ſame. Se- 
condly, If this paſſage be deſcriptive of a 
viſion, they are not merely the words, 
carried me out in the Jpirit,” which de- 
note it, but, „The Hand of the Loxp 
was uro ME and carried me out,” Go. 
Thus, ce The Band of the. Lord Grd fell 
_Fhere upon me, t is an expreſſion” uſed for 
ſeeing a viſion. And again, The hand of 
the Lord was upon me and brought me thi. 
ther. But rh. If the words carried 
out and lifted up in the ſpirit, do by them- 
ſelves ſometimes. denote in the OLD Teſ- 
tament the ſeeing of a viſion, in places 
- "where but Juſt before this expreſſion has 
been explained by being joined with the 
word VISION, is it any deduQion of reaſon, 
hat they ſignify the ſame in a place of the 
NEW — WIRES ny have not the 


- 


8 : Þ vili, 1. 5 , 1. 


U 


; leaſt 


en F Asad . 
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5 leaſt po ible reference” to ſuch a word,— 
| Sift not a ſingle paſſage beſides can be 


produced out of that part of the ſacred 


' writings in which theſe words are to be ta- 
ken in that ſenſe, —but, Where the /ame 
and /imilar expreſſions are always SOLE 
tive af anotber ſenſe. 


Bur this writer aleriours Keowile' to 
prove, that the words « rhen war Feſtus 
ted «i aN dn of the ſpirit into the wilder- 
neſs” muſt be deſcriptive of a vikon, becauſe, 
they can not be ſpoken Wm bis WO going 
mg whe wilderneſs.” ; X 
70 « Fo on MU he) were it capable of 
0 proof, that the banks of Jordan were 
« lower than the adj acent wilderneſs, this, 
% would not account for the expreſſion; 
4 © becauſe he was returning to Galilee, and 


© conſequently / had quitted the place where 


6 he had been baptiſed, before, it is ſaid, 
# he was ed up into the wilderneſs, The 


. 74 "IS IS HY Ls ERS 03 7 
1 K. 5 | * Matt. IV, I, : 
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. expreſſion, therefore, could ſcarce be rey 


4e ferred to the d height of the wil. 


«© derneſs in chat A * ll the 
<2 banks of Jordan. 5 g 21 iir 


Tur the banks of b eren howeret 5 


were lower than the adjacent wilderneſs, is 
certainly not only capable of proof, but of 


a very. ea proof. Both from the accounts 


of modern travellers, * and likewiſe from 


the prophet Jeremiah's deſcription of a fu- 
rious invader. © Behold be ſhall come up 


a a lion from the favelling of Jordan. * 


Neither is the conſequence, this writer der 


_ duces, more. juſt, than this affirmation. 


For, it it not ſaid by the Evangeliſt, that, 
Jeſus Was returned from Jordan before he 
was led by the ſpirit i into the wilderneſs, 


but, only, vr er @To Tv Topdagy nas, 


ä be returned and Was led, i. e. in his return 


ro Jordan be was led by: the Spirit "ns | 


Ser Madel Nes fas Aleppo to Ferufaltits 


See Jeremiah xlix, 19. 1, 44. 
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rbe wilderneſs. © And how our © Saviour 
could really have been ſed up into the wil- 
derneſs if he had remained below in the 
| place where he was baptiſed, is a paradox 
Which might amuſe Rouffeau, but which 
T dare venture to affirm,” this writer” wil 
not attempt e, e e ee 


Tux ae author 3 affirms, 6e 8 
« there could be no propriety in faying, 
66 that, Chriſt was at this time led $78 into 
the wildernels, inaſmuch as, ** Was there | 
e 4 8 N iel 


Bor as we have an that G banks | 
of Jordan were lower than the reſt of the 
wilderneſs, ſurely to return from tbe banks 
of Jordan, was, to go up into the wilder- 
neſs. Therefore ſuppoſing this to have 
been a, real tranſaction, it is with the ut= 
moſt propriety, that our Saviour is, faid, 
when he returned from Jordan to be led up 
into the wilderneſs ; becauſe he was before 


Below in it. And that our 7 was 


really led up into the defart, not vi/fonarilys 
12 


=. 
" 
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is eilen from the very argument, this | 
writer adduces, . to n the e e 


* x 1 
1 * ; f $ 7 oy ww. b 
ftion.” COUP PLS Ea e * 
F * wo 4 , 


#* 


* * to ba 1 to a a place, or. r to abs. in 
2 place only i ina viſion, is, to ſee_a place, 
or to appear to be in a place where we 


| really are not, If therefore, as this gentle- 
man aſſerts, our Saviour was in the wilder- 


neſs, before, he is {aid to have been ted up 
there, he was there and was not” there at 
the ſame time. For putting the de efinition 
of a viſion for the thing defined, our Savi- 
our appeared to be in a place, where he 
1 Was 7 at the time gt; he my 


Haine Prey that the Byangdlif's 
relation of this tranſaction is not reconcile- 
able with the hypotheſis of a vis1o, Tam 
now to ſhow, that it is likewiſe inconſiſt- 
ent with the ſuppoſition of the PER SONAL 
APPEARANCE oF SATAN, 5 


* > . 
* 
, % Ls 1 * 7 75 14 
1 \ 63) £ 7 . 28 b * 12 
LY a 3 
- 
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Temp 


Tua the Evangeliſt's account of our 
Saviour's temptation contains no pofbtive 
affirmation of the perſonal appearance of 
Satan, is very manifeſt. But this opinion 
is only inferred from ſome of their expreſ- 
ſions, which, in their n literal accepta- 
tion, attribute ſuch actions to Satan as ſeem 
ſtrongly to preſuppoſe his perſonal appear- 
ance. And was it not for theſe expreffi- 
ons, it had never deen imagined, | that 
Cbriſi, temptations, had i in the leaſt dif- 
nds from ſach, as we are ourſelves liable 
"FE then, it could only be ſhown, | that 
an phraſes do by no means neceſſarily. 
ſuppoſe the perſonal appearance of Satan, 
this lone would be ſufficient to deſtroy the 
neceſſity of this hypotheſis, though even 
this would not abſolutely. annihilate the 
ſuppoſition itſelf. For it might ſtill be 
admitted as one hypotheſis at leaſt, capable 
of accounting for this tranſaction, though 
it was not altogether neceſſary for that pur- 
poſe. But if it can be * not only, 


I | that 


158, DIS 8 E R ION IV. 


chat the Evangeliſt's expreſſions do not ne- 

ceſſarily ſuppoſe Satanis perſonal appear- 
ance; but, litetosſe, that it is totally incon- 
ſiſtent with the whole Hripture phraſeolo- 
gy to dedure this from them, THEN fh. 
argument would not only deſtroy the x- 
cas V. bur likewiſe the enen 5 
of e OE Parley cog 6 * lems oy 


% - 


* 


2 


is e in that ſenſe. "And. this 
might be evinced by a vaſt \ vaticty of palſa- 
ges, both from the old and nere Teſtament. * 
But in fo Plain a caſe, ſome few only wil 
be ſufficient, I ſhall, therefore entirely 
confine 5 to the new, Teſtament ; be ; 


» #, Yr. HA 


con- 


+ 75:54 + 
af <2 $ ld 


_ conſequence.—— The God of. peace ſhall 
BRUISE:;; SAU TAN UNDER TOUR 
FEET. In tbe name of our | Lord Jeſus 
Cbriſt. when Je are 1 gathered together; and 
my. ſpirit: with the; power. of our Lord Je. 
fas: Chrifts.: ta. DELIZER SUCH AN 
ONE. UNTO-SATAN. for. the, deftration 
of übe fleſh. b For SOME ARE : AL 
READ T T URNED:- ASIDE. AFTER 

SNN Of. wbam: is Hymeneus and 

Alexander, ' whom I baue DELIVERED. 
NNO ATN. e Wherefore, we would 

have. come unto you even I Paul eic. ad 
again, but SATAN HINDERED Use Then 

ENTERED SATAN. IO Fudas . fur- 
named Iſcariot.® $A TAN COMETH 
immediately and taketh away the word out 
of their © hearts. E Be ſober, be vigllant, 
becauſe * your” adverſary THE DEYTE - 
WALKETH ABOUT. as a roaring- lion, 
SEEKING whom HE RAY Marv R 


Sr 241 £+.5 


ee 20. e ae TY Nik 


d 1 Tim. i, 20. e Theſſ. ii, n. | 2 xxii, iii. 


* * Pet. v, „ | 99 oo 
© $3 pa 8: cc 7 
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FRO you.” i SATAN HIMSELF 18 
TRANSFORMED inf an AL F LI Sur E 
Theſe are ſome few of the numberleſs texts 
of ſcripture! in which either -aons are at- 
tributed to Satan by the inſpired! writers, 
which he did not _//er al 
thin ngs are ſaid to be ahne to bim, which 


do, or in which 


were not a#ually tranfacted. Tol ſüppöſe 


therefore, that Satan actually and Bterally 
Per formed the actions related of him in the 
account of our Saviour's temptation, Would 


be to interpret the meaning of the Evange- 
Uſts, in a manner totally inconfiſtent with 


Dr 


the reſt of the [ſcripture | phraſ oo! Dn 
tive ONS e „e 


ur further. The mage; of _ 


5 perſonal appearance of Satan i in the tempta- 
tion of our Saviour, is not only thus re- 


pugnant to the whole ſcripture, phra 
relative to him, but is likewiſe ird dent 


with che relation of the er 


4 of 3 "7-1 
- yl pp 19 $ 2 ba. 4 5 9 1 \ # : 
2 3 1 i James i iv, * k 2 2 Corr. xi, 14. 


ſtance 


on CHRIST Temptation, 16x: 


ſtance of this tranſaction. For when it is 
faid, that Jeſus was led up by the ſpirit 
into the wilderneſs, are theſe words in. their 
fri. and liters! fignification, leſs declarà- 
tive of the actual leading up of Jeſus by 
the Spirit in a. viſible. form than when it 
is ſaid, the. Devil took him up into an exceed= 
ing high mountain, or, placed him on a cor- 
ner of the temple. If therefore, it is uni- 
verſally agreed, that the very firſt expreſſi- 
on in this narration, is not to be taken in a 
frict and Hiteral ſenſe; but to fi ignity only 
Some mental impulſe, by which it was ſug-' 


geſted to Jeſus: of the ſpirit to go into the 
wilderneſs, would it not be repugnant to 


reaſon, not to interpret the very fame mode 
of expreſſion, in the reſt of this CONT. 
in the very Jame manner. . 


8 7 0 1 1 o * I. 


br. in "2 temptations ſhown, to have boa 


in every reſpett ſuch only as are incident Zo 
buman nature in general, 2 ES 
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I have now, I think, fully demonſtra- 
ted that the ſuppoſitions of a visiox, and of 
: THE PERSONAL APPEARANCE. or SATAN, are, 
Fi inconſiſtent with the NnaTure of a 
TEMPTATION, 2dly, That they are repugnant 
to OTHER PARTS of SCRIPTURE RELATIVE to 
| TEMPTATIONS. And Jaftly, that they are 
irreconcileable with the Evangeliſts NARRA- 
710 of Cunis r' 's TEMPTATION. ITSELF, 


Ir ſeems then NECESSARILY To 108, 
that aur Saviour's temptations covLD Bs No. 
OTHER THAN SUCH AS ARE INCIDENT TO HUMAN. 

L | NATURE IN GENERAL. For as theſe three are | 
1 the only poſuble ſuppeſitions relative to this 
| tranſaction, and Zwo of them have been 
ſhown to be falſe, the third muſt by ne- 
ceſſary conſequence be the true one. 


| Bur further. The foregoing ſection af - 


fords not only his proof of the truth of 
this ar e, but likewiſe another. ZE 


Fon, as it 3 To contrary t to all 5 : 
rules of A to explain the fame + 
4 I form 


EE SAI WAITS: cops vs 2 — 
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form of expreſſions relative to the ſams 
being, in a different manner in one part 
of the New Teſtament, from what we do 
in another; and it is evident that the form 
of expreſſion relative to Satan in the paſſa- 
ges quoted above, do not only, not denote 
either his v; Honary or perſonal appearance, 
but are many of them fi ghificative of the 
temptations to which we are liable.—It 
follows therefore neceſſarily, that the ſame 
form of expreſſions relative to Satan in 
Chriſt's temptation, can not only not de- 
note his viſionary or perſonal appearance, 
but miſt ſignify exactly the ſame mode of 
temptation as ours. And however writers 
may difagree 1 in their notions, of the man=. 
ner in Which we are to underſtand the 
' ſcriptural phraſes relative to our temptati- 
ons by Satan, it makes no difference in this 
concluſion. For whether they interpret 
them, as implying a limited power granted 
to Satan of ſuggeſting to our minds evil 
| uſes which we may * of the objects a- 
1 tound 
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round us. Or whether they think our 
temptations are attributed to him as he 
was the corruptor of our firſt parents, and 
by that means rendered us more prone to 


evil, than we ſhould otherwiſe have been. 
Or whether they imagine all ſubſequent, 


evil is referred to him as being the firſt 


creature who tranſgreſſed. In which ſoe- 


ver of theſe, or in whatever other ſenſe, 


5 they underſtand the ſeripture expreſſions 
relative to cur temptations, they muſt ne- 


ceſſarily (to be conſiſtent in their interpre- 


tations) underſtand them in the ſame, in 
reference to our Saviour 4. And however 
they determine concerning the cauſe, the 


Fett i is in all caſes the ſame. viz. Reflec- 


tions on the pleaſures which would attend 
the tranſgreflion of our duty. Which re- 


flections however, are manifeſtly not evil in 
themſelves, but are only productive of evil, 

when from our preconceived habits, the. 
oppoſite advantages from acting in con- 
formity with our duty, do not ORs to be 


W i 


Bor, 
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Bo T, I ſhalt not content myſelf with 
| theſe demonſtrations of this point. I ſhall 
ſhow further, that only admitting as a 
furpfitron, that our Saviour's temptation. 
Was like ours, how clear, conſiſtent, and 
rational it renders the Evangeliſt's relation 
of that tranſaction. And ſecondly, by a 
particular examination of every circum- 
ſtance relative to it, I ſhall ſhow that every 
part of the narration confirms my ſuppoſition, 
and refutes the hyporheſes of a vionary and 
SO appearance. | 


| ApurrTinG then this neon the 
account which the Evangeliſts have given 
us of this tranſaction, is to the NAS. 
effect. ; 


Win; MO Chriſt 1 his „ ip 
had received the effuſion of the holy ſpirit, 
it was ſuggeſted to him by the ſpirit to 

' go into the wilderneſs. I 1 faſted 
forty days and nights, and had various 

| temptations during that ſpace of time. 

| R But 
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But at the expiration of the forty days, 
being harraſſed by fatigue, debilitated by 
abſtinence and importuned by the preſſing 
calls of hunger, very agreably to his hu 


man nature in ſuch a ſituation, where no 


human means of refreſhment could be ob- 
tained, he began to conſider, that if he 
was the ſon of God, if there was now a 


ſuperior nature united to his human, whe- 


ther he ſhould not, without waiting for 
any direction from above, or the impulſe 
of the ſpirit, endeavour to uſe ſupernatu- 


ral means for the ſupply. of his preſent ne- 


exifities, by converting the' ſtones of the 


wilderneſs into bread. But he determined 
not to do it on further reflection. For he 


conſidered, that this miraculous power 


Was not given for his own advantage, but 


for the benefit of others. That as it was 
by the ſu ggeſtion of the ſpirit he came into 


the wilderneſs, it was the will of his: fa- 


ther that he ſhould patiently wait his time 
for the relief of his * neceſſities, bref 
Y that 


& 


Fg 
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that to ſupply himſelf with food would be 
to act in oppoſition to his will. That it 
was his duty as man, not by ſupernatural 
means to remove the infirmities of human 
nature, but to bear them in obedience to 
the will of that being who ſent him into 


the world, and whoſe divine FOO he 
Was to fulfill. 


AFTERWARDS, our ee want i ints 
an exceeding high mountain, from whence 
he could diſcern many cities and much 
12 and reflecting on the glory of them, 
wt conſidered that i it was now in his power, 

if he would ſubmit to do evil, by acting 
without or contrary to the commands of 
God, to make himſelf maſter of all the 
kingdoms of the world, as the Jews ex- 
pected the Meſſiah ſhould do. But this 
thought immediately vaniſhed, when rea- 
ſoning with himſelf he ſaid, If the Iſrael- 
* jtes were commanded to live in con- 
« ſtant obedience to the commands of 
a God, it much more becomes me not to | 

h | M 4 « ſubmit” 
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« ſubmit to the power of Satan by acting 
e in diſobedience + to them, e 1 


| ſhould by theſe means obtain univerſal em- 
2 * | 


' AFTER this temptation was s ended, our 
Vlefled Saviour went into. the holy city, and 
as he was ſtanding on the corner of the 
temple, he thought that if he was really 
the Meſſiah he might caſt himſelf down 
from thence unhurt ; which would be a 
good opportunity of evincing his miſſion. 
to the Jews, who expected the meſſiah to 
make his firſt appearance in that place, 
But Jeſus reſolved not to do it, as it would 
be making an unneceflary trial of God's 
aſſiſtance, and it was forbidden even to 
the Iſraelites < to tempt the Lord their 
God.” That therefore it was his duty to 
wait with patience the time, and to ſub- 
mit with reſignation to the manner, in 
which it ſhould pleaſe his father to give 


the world a public manifeſtation of his dis, 


vine miſſion, | : Warn 
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"Wren theſe temptations were, ended, 


our Saviour ceaſed to be tempted ; and the 


Angels came and ſupplied him with food. 


T ſhall now ſhow by a particular exams | 


nation of all the circumſtances recorded 
by the Evangeliſts, how they confirm my 
ſupp ofition and d rer the others. 


: Ta ofus was led by the l into the 


wilderneſs. zal 1 er TO Tyr“ $i Thy 


Ipo. Luke. Jeſus was led up of” the 

ſpirit, &c. Inoovs aynxtn ur 78 ! 0g. 

 Matt.———The ſpirit driveth bin. 70 ryuν,ẽ 
$v70y t. Mark. 


Tur the beſt method of aſcertaining 
the meaning of an Evangeliſt, (if his 


words will bear two ſenſes) is, to ſeek out 
for parallel places in the other Evangeliſts, 
is a poſition which I apprehend is liable to 


no objection. And if any one of them in 
relating the ſame fact or doctrine, makes 
vis of an expreſſion which can be inter- 

preted 
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preted only in one of the ſenſes which the 
words of the other may imply, this fixes 
and ſcertaint their true meaning. After 
ſuch a compariſon therefore, nothing can 
be more unworthy of à critic than to build 
an interpretation on the ofher ſenſe of the 
words, or to cite them in confirmation of 
an hypotheſis. Thus for inſtance. In 
addition to the proof we have given. al- 
ready, that the words Jed in, led by, or led 
up of the ſpirit, are not alone ſignificative 
of a viſion, we may obſerve further; that 
even if they were, the words of St. Luke 
and St. Matthew which would in that caſe 
be capable of bearing . ſenſes, muſt be 
interpreted by thoſe of St. Mark. And 
unleſs it could be proved (which can not). 
that bis words were likewiſe deſcriptive of a 

viſion, thoſe of the other Evangeliſts could _ 
not in this place. But even if this could 
be ſhown, Kill as the expreſſions of all the 
Evangeliſts would then admit of tuo di . 5 
ferent interpretations, 1 true meaning of 
them 


_—_ 
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f them. muſt be aſcertained from other parts 
of this narration; This however could 
never be effected, becauſe, if we make the 

moſt liberal conceſſions to the ſuppoſition 
of a viſion, and even allow that the reſt 
of this relation will bear that interpreta- 
tion, yet ſurely there is no part which ne- 
ceſſarily implies it. And the meaning of 
one ambiguous expreſſion can certainly never 
be aſcertained by another as dubious, 

Again. In addition to what we have before 

obſerved of the propriety with which it is 

faid, that our Saviour was /ed up into the 
wilderneſs though he was in it before, we 
may remark ; that even if there was any 
force in the objection, it would be wholly 
founded on the words of the tranſlation 


not of the original. For the latter do not 
neceſſarily imply any thing more, than 
that the ſpirit ed bim, or led him up 1N, 
i. e. conducted him IN the wilderneſs. 
As Bar rien us Ty TopSapoy in the ſame 
chapter of St. Mark « 7. Was baptized IN 

04m.” porn 


In reference to the hypbibags: of the 
perſonal appearance of Satan, we may ob- 
ſerve, that St. Luke applies the ſame 
word ays to the fpirit's conducting Chriſt 
in the wilderneſs, and Satan's conducting 


Him to Jeruſalem. And the ſame word 
«vzy0: (which indeed is only a derivative 
from «xs) by which St. Matthew expreſ- 
les, the SPIRIT's leading our Saviour up 
into the wilderneſs, St. Luke ex preſſes, 
SAT AN's taking him up into an exceeding 
high mountain. Can there then be a great- 
er contradiction, than to ſuppoſe that theſe 
words when referred to one being, imply 
only a mental impulſe, when to the other, 
| that they fignify the exertion of a phy/ficat 

Force! And indeed was I diſpoſed to found 
any thing upon the manner in which our 
tranſlators have rendered BA in this 
paſſage, I might remark further; that a 
word is appropriated to the action of the 
Former being, much more expreſſive of a 
phyfical force, than any which is applied 
to the latter. Being 
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Being forty days tempted of the devil. 
Luke. He was there forty days tempted 
F Satan. Mark.. 0 be n of the 
2 * N 


Is. we 8 no ae of this 3 
tion but from St. Matthew, we ſhould 
| have reaſon to ſuppoſe, that th ο tempta- 
tions which are particularly related,” were 
the only ones which our Saviour ſuſtained 
during his abode in the wilderneſs. But 
from St. Mark and Luke it appears, that. 
Chriſt "Was tempted forty . 


Tun defenders then of the ſuppoſition 
of a- viſion, muſt either maintain that our 
Saviour was in a viſion during the whole 
Forty days, or that he was not. So like 
wile the aſſertors of the perſonal appear- 
ance. of Satan- muſt either maintain, that 
the Devil did perſonally appear to Chriſt 
during that whole ſpace of time, or, that 
he did not. But on the firſt ſuppoſition, 
is it not very improbable that our Saviour 

AY | is 
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ſhould be in one continued viſion for \forty 
days together, and is it not even contrary 
40 the nature of a viſion? Which exhi- 
bits a vaſt variety of objects in a very ſmall 
ſpace of time. And on the latter hypo- 
theſis, is it not very improbable that Satan 
ſhould be conſtantly with Chriſt for forty 
days, and” yet not know that he was the 
ſon of God. * If then the advocates for 
theſe ſuppoſitions do neither of them hold | 
the affirmatives in the foregoing poſitions, 
what ſtrange incenſiſtencies do they make 
in the words of the Evangelifts !' For 

when in two. ſentences following each 
other, it is ſaid, that Chriſt was tempted 
by the Devil ; by the one, they ſuppoſe is 

meant, that our Saviour was only tempted. 

a we are; by the other, that he was 


wrapped i in avifion or prrfonely aſſaulted. 7 


kr It a ppeared | ſo abſurd to ſome of the 8 
ſuppoſe, that Satan Was yncertain whether Chriſt was 


| the fon of God, that the render a. aſirmati ve though 
they 6 — uo authority for i it, for 2 8 


# C 
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: Andi in thoſe days he did eat nothing, and 
when they were ended he afterwards Bun- 
red. Luke. Aud was with the wild | 
beaſts (viz. forty days } ond the Angels mi- 
 niftred unto him. Mark. And when be 


© fa afted yo ru ers forty days and forty. 
ights he was s afterwards an Bungred. 


Matt. | | 


From theſe 8 of the Evangeliſt, 
it is evident, that the temptations, which 
are particularly related, did not happen till 
after the forty days. And that our Savi- 

our did not hunger till after: the expiration 

of that time. I can not however ſuppoſe 
With the reſt of the commentators, that 
during this time Chriſt did abſolutely ab- 
ſtain from all kinds of food. It is manifeſt 
that human nature is incapable of ſuſtain- 
ing ſuch an abſtinence. To obviate this 
difficulty, they ſuppoſe, that our Saviour | | 
was miracujoufly ſupported. But if this — 
was the caſe, what purpoſe did ſuch a faſt | 
anſwer of trial to himſelf, or of example 


to 


— —_—  — 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


but that he only eat very ſparingh, as in- a 
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to others ? In order to defend the Gaps 
poſition of a particular mode of Abſti- 


nence, they make the whole entirely uſe⸗ 


leſs. I ſhould rather conceive as the 
word vnc re will bear that ſenſe, that our 
Saviour did not totally abſtain from food 5 


deed muſt neceſſarily be the caſe in a 
deſart, where it muſt be with the greateſt 
difficulty he could find any thing to eat. 
But if Chriſt dd totally abſtain from all 
kind of Food, how came he not to be 
hungry durigg the forty days and nights, 


and if he was not then, how: came he to 


be ſo afterwards. It may however per- 
haps be objected to this interpretation, 
that St. Luke ſays our Saviour cat nothing. 
But his words are only theſe = being forty . 


| days tempted of the Devil, and in theſe days 
Be did eat nothing.” Words, which by no 


means afford a deciſive proof, either that 
Chriſt was tempted, or that he ab/tamed / 


1 rom . N AE durin 8 the ole time 
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"of his Whtinuance 1 in the deſart. For it is 
not poſitively aſſerted by any of the Evan- 
geliſts. that the forty days temptations 
"immediately ſucceeded each other, or that he 
was only forty days in the wilderneſs. But 
again. It may perhaps be objected to this 
ſuppoſition, that it / Hens Chriſt's merit in 

reſiſting t the firſt temptation. This howe- 
ver is by no means the caſe. For we are 
not left to conclude from our Saviour's faſt- 
ing that he "afterwards hungred, but the 
Evangeliſts |expreſsly' declare it. And in- 
deed according to my interpretation 2615 
muſt inevitably have happened to our Sa- 
viour, after living. for a conſiderable ſpace 
of time only” upon ſuch food as a 4 efart 
could afford him; during ſome. part of 
which time it probably furniſhed him with 
0 ſuſtenance at all. But on the contrary, 
# Jeſus. Was miraculouſly. fuſtained without 
food, and therefore did not want any; it 
is not likely, he ſhould hunger or d efire 
any? However in ſo doubtful a point, it by 
no means becomes an interpreter to be Po- 


N 7. tive. 
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"ow 1 therefore propoſe this i interpreta- 
tion merely as an admijible ſuppoſition, not 
a8 a certain truth ; and ſhall be equally un- 
concerned whether i it W ork or reje jeck- 


And the Devil 7! aid ws unto SM "th thou be 
* ſon of God, &c. Luke.——And when 
"me Fempter | came to bim Een be Jes. 
Matt. 


TE EE which St. Matthew lebe 
uſes, and which is thought to denote the 
perſonal preſence of Satan, is only com- 
pounded of the prepoſition =p6s and the 
very word «xa: of which St. Mark makes 
- uſe, 4 when our Saviour "ſays, Satan 
cometh and taketh away the word,” and 
-where no one will infer from that expreſ- . 
fon, his perſonal appearance. As to the 
word «ms © ſaid,” I very readily confeſs, 
that J can not cite a text where that is ap · 
"Or to e eee without hay- 


{4 iv 15. 4 
OT ce plied 
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ing recourſe to quotations from Cans of 
the many paſſages relative to Demoniars, - 
The meaning of which ſome perhaps will 
not deem ſufficiently aſcertained, to be ad- 5 
mitted as pro. But ſurely to term, a 
ſpirit's ſuggeſting thoughts to our minds, fi- 
guratively, deetmg to us, is ſo analogous to 
the common language of metapbor as to re- 
quite ad txplanation. And that the hypo- 
theſes. of the perſonal appearance of Satan 
and of a diabolical viſion at leaſt are not 
probable, this Part of the narration ſeems 
to prove. For is it agreeable to reaſon to 
ſuppoſe, that a being who had power ac- 
cording to the former ſuppoſition, to hurry 
our Saviour as he choſe from one place to 
another; and according to the latter, to 
raiſe what appearances he pleaſed in his 
mind; to ſuppoſe I ſay that /ach a being 
could be ignorant (as I have before obſerv- 
ed) that Jeſus Chriſt was the ſon of God; 
which this paſſage plainly declares upon ei- 
ther of theſe ſuppoſitions. And indeed if 
3 * 
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he did BE this. what hopes. could he he. 


tertain, if ſecret ſuggeſtions were not able 
to ſeduce our Saviour from his duty, that 


© = perſonal appearance. could effect Ark 5 


1 Jeſus anſwered Lim e L _ 


" Urox the ſuppoſition that theſe bel 


are to be underſtood i in their moſt Atrict and 
 biteral ſenſe, to denote Chriſt's actually 
ſpeaking to Satan as perſonally or v ifionarily 


preſent, can there be imagined any thing 
more derogatory from, or inconſiſtent with 
our Saviour's character? For it is to ſup- 
poſe, that Chriſt appealed to ſeveral paſſages 
in the Old Teſtament, as authorities; to in- 
dice: Satan to de from his enterprize. Or, 
that when Satan cited texts from the Old 
Teſtament to induce our Saviour to comply 
with his prepoſals, that the latter ſhould, by 
quoting other texts, addreſs himſelf to the 


former, as one Who only e the, 
ſacred ſcriptures, „ 


249114 10 SIND 
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Anil the Devil taking bim up ayzy ea, in- 


10 an exceeding bigh- mountain ſhowed unto 
him all the kingdoms of the world in 4 mo- ä 


ment of: time. Luke. Again Fay the. 
Devil taketh him up into an exceeding big 


mountain and ſhoweth bim all the kingdams, 


ef the world and the glory of them. Matt. 5 


Ax the commentators ſtem to ſuppaſe, | 


that theſe teraptations ſucceeded each other 
inſtantaneouſly ; ; and that the whole there=- 


fore were r wgge and reſiſted” in a very 


ſhort ſpace of time. And having once ima- 


— this, no wonder they had recourfe to 


hypotheſis of a viſion or of the perſonal 


appearance of Satan. Since upon theſe 
hypotheſes, theſe tranſactions might be 


ſuppoſed to have occurred in the ſhorteſt 
time poſſible. But there is not a word in 
the Evangeliſts to countenance this ſuppoſi= 
tion. For St. Luke only connects theſe tranſ- 
actions with each other by the particle 44, 


without denoting any time whatever. And 


yu words Tay and rore by which St. Mat- 


* ter 


ö 
! 
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thew joins theſe events, are as 8 to 
thoſe which happen at a diflance of time 
from one another, as to ſuch which immedi- 
= ately ſucceed to each other. That the word 
vers is even as often uſed in the New Teſ. 
tament in the former ſenſe as in the latter, 
every one verſed in the original, muſt be 
ſenſible. And as to Texw, that word does 
not denote time at all. But, ſo far are the 
Evangeliſts from aſcertaining ibe time which ; 
paſſed between them, that they do not even 
relate them in the ſame order. And St. 
Matthew, who alone uſes a word ſignifica - 
| tive of time, has not likewiſe arranged them 4 
in the ſucceſſion, in which it ſeems moſt 
probable to ſuppoſe, that they followed. F or 
ſurely it is much more likely according to 
St. Luke's narration, that br the tempta- 
tions of turning the ſtones into bread, and | 
of ſeeing the kingdoms of the world from 
a high mountain, happened before. Chriſt 
left the wilderneſs to go to Jeruſalem z than 
Hats one happened wh and that he ofter= 


wards 
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wards returned from Jeruſalem to undergo 
the other. Whether therefore this ſuppoſi- 
tion is to be deemed as the cauſe or cronſe- 
quence of the hypotheſes of a viſion, and of 
Satan's perſonal appearance, is a matter of 
» $2029 fince the Juppoſtian aff 


a who maintain the Nb 1 
Satan's perſonal appearance, have notwith- 
ſtanding ſuppoſed, that Chriſt's view of all 
the kingdoms of the world was only von- 
ary. And this notion would equally accord 
with my hypotheſis, as with theirs. Only I 

ſhould rather i imagine. that this viſion was 
cauſed by an effort of our Saviaur's mira- 
culous powers, than of Satan's. But tho! 
this ſuppoſition would equally agree with 
both hypotheſes, yet 1 muſt confeſs it ap- 
pears to me inconſiſtent with reaſon to ad- 
mit it upon either. For 1ſt. This ſeems 
to make a ſtrange mixture of real and viſio- 
1. ä adly. If this was s only 
"IF" OED 3 
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x viſionary appearance, it was hot only to 
ally unneceſſary (as Dr. Whitby has obs 


ferved before me) for Chriſt to have gone 
up into an exceeding high mountain, buteven 


Into any mountain at all ; as he might juſt 


as well have had the viſion on a plain. But 


it has been urged, that to ſuppoſe this tö 


have been a real tranſaction, is to admit the 
performance of things not only Haber natur 

ral, but even abſurd and impoſſible ; as it is 
impoſſible from the higheſt mountain to ſee | 
all the kingdoms of the world. What how= 
ever is equally a ſtrong objection to — 
hypotheſes in general, can not be admitted 
as an argument for the overthrow of one in 

particular. And this objection if it will a- 
vail againſt the other hypotheſes, will equally 
affect that of a v Mon. For either our Savi- 
our's being upon a high mountain W A 
Oifionary as his ſeeing all the kingdoms of the 
world, or, it was not. If it was not, then as 
I before obſerved, it was totally unneceſſary 


and unaccountable, f Ks it was, then if Chriſt 


retained 


% 
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* che ade of by underſtanding, (anc 
: if he did not there could be 70 temptation n} | 
it muſt appear, to him , as great an abferdity, 
in the von, as in reality. ' Beſides, Upon 
Mr. Farmer”, S ſuppoſit ition of a divine V Hon, | 
here mult have been a viſion raiſed by Sa- 
tan, within that (if 1 may be allowed the 
expreſſion) excited by God. For if it had 
been altogether a divine v Hon, i it would not 
have been faid, the Devil took him up, &c. ; 
But according to this writer's own affirma- 
tion, he ſpirit took bim up and brought him, 
the ſpirit 1 fred him up and carried him. Other | 
7 writers, aware of the inconſiſtency of inter- 
preting theſe words according to their moſt. 
literal meaning, and not being willing to 
admit the ſuppoſition of a viſion, ſome of 
them have concluded that by all the king- 
doms of the world, are meant the land of Pro- 5 
miſe, and ſome have thought that they ſigni- 
fy the Roman empire. That the word a,, 
will bear both theſe i interpretations, there is 
ah doubt * Yet how ſtrange is is it that 


* 3 Ads xl, 28, xix, 27. Rom. i, 8. iv, 13. 
commentator > 


-\ 


| 
[ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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commentators ſhould often rej ject an inter. 
pretation for its improbability, and then im- 


mediately propoſe another Which is Bable 
to the ſame ! For is not this ſuppoſition of 


ſeeing the 10þole land of premiſe, or the 


whole Roman empire from the top of a 
mountain an impoſſibility, as well as the other? 

But the words a h%ãnã nd Tac will admit of a 
much more reſtrained ſenſe than any of theſe. 


Thus, Fohn xii, 19. the world is gone after: 
him. 1 Cor. x, 23. all things are lawful for 

me, but all things are not expedient, and i 1 
many other places. I ſhould ſuppoſe there 
fore, that all which i is meant by this ex- 


4 prefſion, i is, that our Saviour ſaw many cities 
and much People. By a very common figure 


in rhetoric a part is put for the whole. And 
with very great beauty and propriety in this 
place, as this very extenſive view cauſed 

Chriſt to reflect upon the glory and pleaſure 
attending univerſal empire, which, he conſi- 


dered, was now in his power to obtain, and 


was what the Jews even War es Kin 
as che agar 


on QHR1 TIS 


And the Devil ſaid unto * all this po 
er will I grve unto thee and the glory of them 


for that is delivered unto me and unto ub 
feuer I will, I give it. If thou therefare wilt | 


worſhip me, all ſhall be thine. Luke. 


And ſaith unto him all theſe things — 7 I 5 
give thee if thou wilt fall down and ah 
me rica Sher run cent guet. ait, wacaind or onts | 


"Tazxe is perhaps no paſſage relative ws : 


this tranſaction, which on firſt view ſeems 
more ſtrongly to countenance the real ap- 
rance of Satan, than this. For 1ſt. the 


promiſe here made ſeems to ſuppoſe an ac- 
tion to be done by Satan. And the fulfilling 


the condition for the obtaining of the pro- 


miſe ſeems to imply the performance of an 


action by our Saviour relative to Satan's 
perſonal preſence. But upon a cloſer atten- 


tion to and a more accurate examination 
of it, we ſhall find the moſt cogent reaſon 


for thinking this paſſage directly repugnant 


. to ſuch an opinion. For is it- conſiſtent 
wich other texts of e which attri- 
1 5 | bute 


74 
1 


| 
| 
1 
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bute the moſt. refined cunning and ſagacious 
fubtitty 1 to Satan, to imagine, that he could 
Boße to perſuade our Saviour to believe, that 
God had inveſted him with abſolute power 
over and the entire government of the king- 
doms of the world? And that he could 
think to induce Chriſt actually to pay di- 
vine honours to an evil ſpirit? Is it not 
much more conſiſtent both with the cha- 
racter of our Saviour and of Satan, to ſup- 
poſe, that 'the former himſelf conſidered, or 
that the latter ſuggeſted 1 to him, the oppor- - 
tunity he now had of obtaining univerſal 
empire, if inſtead of fulfilling the parpoles x 
of God by doing good, he would in «#: Fe 

Ka to the 88 of Satan. by doing evil A 


'TrarT the word pow does Jrequently 
Indeed: and did originally perbaps ſignify 
that outward geſture which is fign ificative 
of inward veneration; and which i is uſed in 
the worſhip of God and in reverence to 
man, T'ſhall by no means diſpute. But that 
it t ſometitnes only. denotes Jubmiſfion to the 

| cn 


CY ennts re "Teinjptation. 189 : 


Fr authority, of ee as 1 have rendered i it 

in chis paſſage there is no doubt. Thus! in 
= St. John” $ goſpel < the hour cometh and now. 

- 2s when the true worſhippers ſhall worſhip 

4 Bum it in "ſpirit and i in truth. 3 And in tlie 
epiſtle to the Hebrews it is ſaid, . let all 

the Angels of God worſhip him.” S. In both 
Which places the Jamie word morzweis uſed, 
And where i it LOS 29 ada 1 can eng. 22 

2 obedience. f hes wy 


And be 1 FS t ena mays 
and et him on a pinnacle of the T, emple and 
d unte him, if thou be the fon of God caſt 
 ' thyſelf. drwon from hence. Luke. Ten 
| The Devil taketh him Up .  TaparapBayes - into | 
the holy city, and ſetteth bin on 4 e 7 | 
| = 7 SR Sc. Matt. i e 


=> I may perhaps appear to ome 198 | | 
more "improbable that out Saviout ſhould 
place Himſelf on a pinnacle of the Temple, 
than that he ſhould be” placed there in Ws 


. $4 1. 
* &* . 


1 iv, 23. 2 i 6. 


Abe er- 
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ſupernatural manner which the a al 
appearance of Satan ſuppoſes. But whoever 
is converſant with the cuſtoms of the eaſt· 
ern nations muſt know, that it is their com- 

mon method of building to make a com< 
munication between the ie and Zaps of 
their houſes, . and indeed ſeveral paſſages of | 
ſeripture clearly point out this circum- 
ſtance. Whether therefore. it be not more 
probable to ſuppoſe that our Saviour walk- 
ed up to the wing or corner * of the Tem- 
ple by means of ſuch a communication, ra- 
ther, than that he was hurried by the Devil 
through the air, I will leave to the determi- 
nation of common ſenſe and of the other 
parts of ſcriprure relative to the power of 
Satan. Beſides. That the word raparapgays 
does not always ſignify to bear or carry or 
Bring, but ſometimes only to conduct, ac- 
company, or lead, i is evident from _ paſ: 


All the commentators, however they may diſa- 
agree in other reſpects, agree in this; that the word' 
el «< 4a — to be © ne 


red 8 5 corner, or bats 
ages 


, 


On CHRIS T's Temptation. 19 
ſages in the New! e One inſtance 
however will ſuffice. O. cafe 1 
Nees TeparaBoyThs rer mo Will any. 
one from this text maintain that the ſoldiers 


A BN 


toot Jeſus up in their arms and carried him? 
And that rafaανẽñy does not ſignify ſo 


forcible. a conveyance in this place is plain, 


from the parellel word in Luke αν,ν, ac- 
cording to the canon of interpretation laid 


doyyn in the beginning of theſe annotations. 
And further, had ſuch an idea been inten- 
died to be conveyed, thoſe well verſed in 
. the language of the Evangeliſts will at 
once diſcern, that St. Matthew would have 


"wo the word Bas rad not Tepanepbaya, 
One argument, which the defender x. 2 


Aue von produces for the rejection of 
the EL of a diabolical one and of 
the perſonal appearance of Satan, is, that 
| theſe hypotheſes aſcribe to Satan ſuch a 
3 * over Chrift as it is e to be- 


TY : n 4p mo * lat . wü, 27. i | bo 
lere 


4 
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Aieve that he - could really poſſeſs. But it is 
| ſtrange he ſhould not obſerve, that this ar- 
gument would recoil upon Bf . hypo- 
theſis. For according to hat, Sutan miuſt 
appear to have had during the viſiot the be- 
ry. ſame power which he is ſuppoſed realy 
To have poſſeſſed upon the ſuppoſition ef 
his perſonal appearance. If then during f 
_ [that time our Saviour did not ſuppoſe-that 

Satan Bad this power over him, he muſt 
| know it was ho real temptation. If heidid 
| | ſſuppaſe it, then, Chriſt could not: retain 
N duting the viſion the powers of bis under 
ganding and upon this account therefore 
there could properly be 20 temptation. * 
If then the argument which this writer 
| | has advanced would 4 reh the hypotheſis 
1 _ . of Satan's perſonal preſence, it would equal- 


Indeed the ſuppoſition of a viſion is not only liable to 
many un NN le ohe clone which are peculiar to ile, 
but to all thoſe like wiſe which affect the orher byporthefis. 
For though in conformity with cuſtom, I have treated them 
as two. different and oppoſite hypotheſes, yet it is evident 
are rather only different ſpecies of the ſame. Each in fat 
ſuppoſing Satan's perſonal appearance z though the one main- 
taln it to have been zz @ viſion, the orber, not in a viſion. 


£8 6:80 : 
wh + & 


7 


2 
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Iy anibilate his, OWN. Not but I muſt: con- 
feſt, that it appears to me by no means cons , 


cluſive againſt the former. For though the 


word rapa dh has been thought to de- 
note a phyſical force in conſequence of that 
ſuppoſition, yet this ſuppoſition by no means 


_ ntcefſarily demands that interpretation. For 
the other explanation of that word would 


very well accord with that hypotheſis. Any 


Similar argument therefore, which may have 
been advanced in Zheſe annotations, is not 
by any means to be deemed as a _ ſufficient © 
refutation of the hypotheſis 28 %%, only of the 

nations which: ſome may have entertained in 


| conſequenceof it. Or rather it is to be eſteem- 12 
ed only as an anſwer to an objettion, which 


might be urged againſt that which I have 
advanced. This 1 thought proper to men- 


tion, as 1 would by no means conceal an 
objection to any opinion 1 may entertain, 


nor magnify" an argument in its defence. 181 


And when by "Devil bad ended all the. 
remptation, be hails arte rn . 2 for . 
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aA ſeaſon axbi nays. Lake. — 8 
wil e Bim. N Matt. n 


"Was the ſuppoltion of 6 | 
nal appearance” confiftent with at the nature 
of. a temptation,” did it accord with < other | 
parts of. ſcripture relative to temptations g' 
and was it even reconcileable with e other 
parts of this relation; with each of which 
particulars it has been ſhown to be incon« 
tent; yet, its incongruity with the words 
nom quoted, which contain an account of 
the laſt circumſtance in this relation, would 
alune be a ſufficient refutation of this hypo- - 
theſis, For, if the Devil now departed from 
our Saviour only for a ſeaſon, then conſe- 
quently-he returned to him after a ſeaſon. 
And if we are to conclude from the expreſ< 
ſion * hedeparted from him,” that he Was 
before his departure perſonally preſent with - 
him, then it neceſſarily follows, that after 
his return he was alſo perſonally preſent. If 
one of theſe expreſſions is to be taken /ite- 
raly, it is evident, the other muſt likewiſe. 

| | F r 


2 5 rules of criticinn, to Zaternrot a one. alter 


ralhy, the other, metapharically. But it is al- 


lawed by all the commentators, that his re 


turm was only metaphorical not perſonal. 
And conſequently, the Devil was nat per- 
Jinaly preſent during theſe remptations,. . 


„ P. ; — Clarke who maintains che 

| ſuppoſition of Satan's perſonal preſence ſup= 

poles the Evangeliſt s meaning to be this. 

20 That the tempter having! failed of ſucceſs 4 

« in his pre/ent method, departed from our 
« Lord for a time, intending. hereafter to . 


_ « aſſault him after another manner. Finding 


cc there Was no poſfioility of making an be 4 


< preſſion upon him by fraud, he reſolved far 


the future to aii hſtand his doctrine by « ü 


«« oppoſition and force.” But upon this ſup- 


_polition, it is evident, if this can be 2 2 . 
_ return at all, it WES not a perfonal one ; and 
eres it by no means diminiſhes hs 


S Sermon ag. Val on. . 
Oz i force 


% 
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force of the foregoin g argument. e « The 
s only remaining way (ſays the ſame. emi; 
e nent writer) was to ſtir up againſt him 
-« the hatred of profane men; and try by 
ee making others: his inſtruments, to put à 
4 ſtop by their malice to that doctrine, which 
« he himſelf by his own temptations could. 


+ «© not prevent from being preached. | After 


ee A. ſeaſon therefore according to the inti- 
e mation St. Luke gives us he returned a- 
*6; gain; And preyailed upon Judas to be 
4. tray him, &c.“ But from this part of the 
ſuppoſition it is manifeſt, that Satan did nor 


4 return at all (according to St. Luke's i inti- 


- mation) Zo. Chrift, but only went to his ene: 


mes. And that even this was not under any 


Perſenal appearance, is evident from the ac- 
count the ſame Evangeliſt * gives us of hig 
- efault- upon | Fudas, who. betrayed him, 
THEN ENTERED SATAN INTO Jonas! | 
which words ſurely afe only to be taken i in 
a metaphorical ſenſe; if wy" one page 1 in 


* 


N | 2 Lake aal, 


a8 5 * = 4s 


* 
9 
a 


the 


* : 3 2 
N N ü We 


on CHRIS Th "Tamptation, * 


the New Teſtament i is to be / . 
; "Dr. Clark's argument therefore is fo far 
A from adding fability. to the hypotheſis of 
Satan's perſonal appearance, that it Ae 
tends to the demolition of it. | 


a7 


15 
8 r * — * 
3 #4 2 


Uros the n — wy . 
very extraordinary mode of temptation it is 
totally. inexplicable that the Evangeliſts 
ſhould give us no account of Satan's 5 ſubſe- 
_ quent appearances to Chriſt. | But upon the 
Suppoſition that his temptations were in nan- 
ner like ours, our own experience of human 
nature is [a efficient to inform us that they 
were frequent and various, according to his 
Fifferent ſituations. But the particular nar- 
ration of them could have been of 10 aſe, 
as from the relation of s tranſaction we 
have certain information that Chriſt was 
liable to all the temptations to which ſo vir- 
Fuous a character could be ſubject, and that 
he overcame every. allurement which could 
be offered to ſeduce him from his duty. 
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| Sour writers who haye maintained the 
notionof Satan's perſonal preſence have how - 
ever ſuppoſed, that he did not aſſume tho 
form of an evil, but the appearance of agoodt 
being. But it is evident, that as 2515 hypo- 


. theſis only differs from the other, in-the 


ſuppoſition of the form which the Devil 


of the very ſame objections with that, and 
particularly the /z/f cqualy affects both; Be- 
fides, This ſuppoſition is likewiſe inconfifens © 
-vith THE NATURE OF A- TEMPTATION, 
though for a d;fferent reaſon from the — 
For under this form, hit which is called a 
#emptation was only a trial of Chriſt's vx- 
DERSTANDING 720? of HIS VIRTUE. And 
It is a TRIAL of the LATTER which co. 
For bad 
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* 
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aſſumed, it muſt eee ber Hable to ſome 


Chriſt been even induced to have yRus TR An a 


83D the DESsIN of his M18S1ION in com- 


Fhliance with the perſuaſion of ſuch a form, 
bit would have been xo "'TRANGRESSION 


or ul DUTY, For it would have been done 


1 

5 | 
2” 
— 


TO THE WILL of Cor, dich * Site 
$0 be manifeſted, BY THE APPEARANCE | 


or THIS DIVINE MESSENGER. Sake he 


Havi now | by 10 eee 
eſtabliſhed the opinion that our Saviouss 
temptation. was in MANNER as well as 


matter like ours, how pregnant is this part 


of his hiſtory with inſtruction, and what a 
noble example has he ſet us for our imita- 
ting! But great as theſe uſes are, and fo. 
byious: that I ſhall leave them to the ſug- 
geſtions of the reader's own mind, theſe 
are not the only ones, which we may de- 


| duce: from this « explanation.of this tranſao- 


tion. For it. Vkeviſe affords a NEw PROOF | 


_of the DIVINITY * our Wee s M. 


s ron. 


As this wag 3 hes our | 
Saviour was alone, it is evident it could be 
known only by his own narration of it. NY,Ww 


upon the ſuppoſition of a . viſom or of the 
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Who hr its. Por only to 1285 the Dee :4 
and: to ſupport” the character our Saviour: | % i 


3 alete, | 
What he cou not ve entirely © : 
| would: he not will 2 ark and | 
1 have made an chen declaration to | 


= - and the world of an Inſtance of 55 
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